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CURRENT TOPICS. 


’ WE recret to learn that the recovery of Vice-Chan- 

slior Malins from his recent accident is not yet so com- 
iplete as to warrant his lordship in resuming his seat 
/on the bench for the present. An order has been made 
‘transferring to Mr. Justice Fry, for all purposes, 
“until further order, all causes and matters which since 
“the 24th of February last have been assigned to Vice- 
“Chancellor Malins. 





THE CHANCERY CAUSE List for the ensuing sittings will 
‘contain about 396 causes, a considerable increase as 
«compared either with the list for the Trinity Sittings last 
year, when there were 355 causes, or with the list for 

‘the last sittings, which contained 324 causes only. The 

list of appeals also shows an increase. As compared with 
the list for Trinity Sittings, 1878, there are fifty-four 
“more appeals, and seven more than in the list for last 
aster. Considering that the circuits will begin at the 
tommencement of July, and will probably deprive the 

bitors of the services of one division of the Court of 





Appeal, this list, which includes ninety-one appeals from 
the common law divisions, does not promise any very 
speedy clearing off. 





WE pustisxH in another column a pathetic appeal to 
the heads of certain legal offices to hasten their approach- 
ing removal. Our correspondent complains that after 
anticipating with satisfaction the concentration of all 
the offices in one building, he finds to his sorrow that, 
so far, the result of the change has been to entail on 
him more running about than ever. We are happy to 
be able to offer some small consolation. The authorities 
are, we believe, doing all they can to urge on the 
removal. On Thursday last a cartload of married 
womens’ acknowledgments was safely landed, and each 
day sees the arrival of vans laden with ‘‘ properties.” 
The Enrolment Office is already installed in the new 
building, so are the Queen’s Bench Masters; and the 
Chancery Paymaster, the Record and Writ Clerks, and 
the Report Office will, it is expected, move in as soon 
as the rooms can be got ready for them. 





Tue LEARNED Master of the Rolls in the case of Levy 
v. Walker, asked, “Is there any decision that a 
sale of the goodwill does not. carry the right to 
use the name?” but the query failed to meet with 
an answer; nor were we aware of any such decision 
when we discussed the subject last week. We are in- 
debted to the courtesy of an esteemed correspondent 
for a reference to a case not reported in the Law Reports, 
or cited in the Court of Appeal in Levy v. Walker—the 
case of Scott v. Rowland (20 W. R. 508). There the 
plaintiff and defendant had been partners under the firm 
of John Scott & Co. The defendant bought the plain- 
tiff’s interest in the property of the partnership, and 
continued the business urder the old style. Vice-Chan- 
cellor Wickens restrained the defendant from using the 
plaintiff's name in connection with the business so as to re- 
present that the plaintiff was a partner. The case is re- 
ported upon the motion for injunction. The main 
ground of the decision may have been that the whole of 
the partnership property was not shown to have been pur- 
chased by Rowland, the effects purchased having been, 
according to the report, stated, valued, and paid for in 
detail, without specification of goodwill. The Vice- 
Chancellor, however, says that, even assuming the good- 
will to have been assigned, there was a question whether 
that would give the defendant a right of using the 
plaintiff's name: and mentions the argument about a 
risk of liability to which we referred last week. The 
case is not quite covered in its circumstances by Levy 
v. Walker, because there the name “Charbonnel & 
Walker,” the use of which was complained of, did not 
include exactly the plaintiff's name; while in Scott v. 
Rowland the firm name was the plaintiff's full name 
with simply “and Co.” added. It seems, however, to 
be clear, upon the principles laid down by Lord Justice 
James in the recent case, that this distinction is im- 
material; and that the name attached as a trade-mark 
to the business would pass to the purchaser in both 
cases. 





A Scorcu PAPER reports a decision which throws an 
interesting light on certain legal consequences of the late 
severe winter. According to the Scottish law (following 
the Roman law), the right to rent upon a lease of land, 
or the eatage of land, may be extinguished by the total 
destruction of the subject let, and a deduction for rent 
may be claimed where “‘ the sterility or vastation” is 
not total; provided it be what is termed ‘‘ plus quam 
tolerabile.” What degree of sterility or vastation will 
make a loss that cannot be borne is, says Erskine, 
nowhere defined; ‘‘ but by the common opinion, the 
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tenant is liable for the rent if the produce of the 
crop exceed the expense of the seed and tillage”—a 
doctrine which, however, has been doubted by Lord 
Cairns in Gowan v. Christie (L. R. 2 Sc. 283). In the 
recent case the defendant had taken the winter 
eatage of a farm at a rent of £25. It appeared 
from the evidence that the defendant’s flock of sheep had 
actually had only one week’s keep on the farm, and that 
owing to the extraordinary severity and duration of the 
snowstorm they could not possibly have lived more than 
one month or five weeks on the herbage on the farm. 
In spring the defendan$ called on the plaintiff and paid 
him £12 10s., refusing to pay the other half of the rent, 
on the ground that in the exceptional circumstances he 
was not able to avail himself of the eatage. The plain- 
tiff sued him for the balance of rent, and the sheriff held 
that although, “in the absence of a stipulation to the 
contrary, the losses which lessees of eatage incur from 
bad weather and such causes in an ordinary season 
must fall on themselves, the law had been frequently 
recognized that where the subject let is totally de- 
stroyed or rendered entirely unavailable to the tenant 
by causes which could not have been within the 
contemplation of the parties to the contract, the 
claim for rent ceases; and that if there is partial 
but substantial injury to, or diminution of, the sub- 
ject, there must be a corresponding deduction from 
the rent. The snewstorm which covered this district for 
several months last winter was in intensity and duration 
perhaps the most severe that had ever been experienced, 
even by the oldest inhabitants, and could not have been 
in the contemplation of the pursuer or defender when 
the contract was made;” and under the circumstances he 
held that the payment which the defendant had made 
was sufficient. 








At the Central Criminal Court on Thursday week Edward 
Lawrence Levy surrendered to take his trial upon a charge 
of forging an indorsement toa cheque for £40 with intent 
to defraud. The defendant was the managing clerk to a 
firm of solicitors carrying on business in Leicester-equare 
under the style of Fisher & Co., and he was tried at the last 
session upon a similar charge, when, after a long investiga- 
tion, he was acquitted. In the present case it appeared 
that the prosecutors were Messrs. C. J. Worth, milliners, of 
Paris, and in the course of the year 1876 they engaged the 
prisoner, as the managing clerk of Fisher & Co., to.act as an 
agent on their behalf, and to collect debts due from their 
customers in England. In the course of the transactions 
consequent upon this arrangement it appeared that in 
November, 1876, a cheque for £40, drawn to the order of 
the prosecutors, was paid to the prisoner, and it did not 
appear to be disputed that he had indorsed the name of 
C. J. Worth on the cheque, and paid it into his own account 
at his banker’s. The contention on the part of the prosecu- 
tion was that the cheque had been fraudulently kept back 
from them, and that they had never received the amount, but, 
on behalf of the prisoner, an attempt was made to show that, 
although the amount in question was not accounted for 
immediately after it was received, this arose solely from 
forgetfulness and accident, and that, in point of fact, the 
sum so received had been repaid to the prosecutors. ‘The 
jury found the prisoner guilty, and on Saturday the prisoner 
was brought up for sentence. Mr. Justice Stephen said the 
jury had convicted the prisoner of the offence of forgery, and 
after reading the depositions it was impossible to resist the 
conclusion that the case was not an isolated one. He had 
been carrying on the business of a solicitor when he knew 
he had no power to act in that capacity, being perfectly 
well aware of the responsibilities which attached to his 
position, and that he had violated the confidence reposed in: 
him. He was also compelled to express his opinion that the 
defence which had been set up was both false and fraudulent, 
and at first he conceived it to be his duty to pass a sentence 
of penal servitude. He had since considered the matter, 
and he thought that, having regard to the fact that he had 
a family depending upon him, he must not go to that 
length. The prisoner must, however, be kept to hard 


labour for eighteen months, 
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COVENANTS IN LEASES P&OHI1BITING 
TRADE OR BUSINESS. 


Tue decision of the Master of the Rolls in Bramwelj 
v. Lacy (27 W. R. 463) appears to us, if we may 
presume to say so, to be right on the language of 
the covenant in question, but some of his dicfa afford an 
interesting illustration of the ease with which even the 
strongest upholder of the system of construing words in: 
their natural and ordinary sense may be led from the 
path of virtue. 

Before we discuss the recent decision, it will be well: 
to look at the interpretation which has been given in 
previous cases to covenants in leases prohibiting the 
exercise of trades or businesses on the demised premises, 
The word ‘‘trade” has been construed as referring: 
to a business conducted by buying and selling (see Lord: 
Denman’s judgment in Doe v. Bird,2 A. & E., at p. 
166). In this case the keeping a lunatic asylum was 
held not to be a breach of a covenant not to exercise on 
the premises “any offensive trade.’’ There has been 
more difficulty in defining the word ‘‘ business.” ‘* Every 
trade,” said Lord Denman, “is a business, but every 
business is not a trade.” Theinterpretation to be given 
to the word “ business” was discussed in the well- 
known case of Doe v. Keeling (1 M. & S. 95). In that case, 
cn an ejectment for a forfeiture for breach of a covenant 
not to exercise, or permit to be exercised, on the 
demised premises ‘‘any trade or business whatsoever,’” 
Lord Ellenborough said that the word ‘‘ business” 
would include the occupation of a schoolmaster, but he 


‘based his decision mainly on the intention of the 


covenant. The intention, he said, “ was that the house 
should not be converted to any purposes which might be 
likely to annoy the neighbourhood, and by that means 
to depreciate its value at any future period when 
another tenant might be required. . . . As to the 


intention, if the party had it in his contemplation either - 


to secure his own privacy or that of the neighbourhood, 
there can be no doubt that this is a species of 
business that he would have particularly excluded.” 
Le Blanc, J., also relied upon the circumstance that 
the use of the house as a school would “fall within 
the mischief intended to be provided against.” The 
house to which the covenant in this case related had 
been let to a lady of title, who had assigned to the 
defendant. This circumstance was urged in argument. 
as showing that it could never have been intended that 
the house should be used as a school. It must also 
be observed that there were words in the covenant whici 
were thought to lend additional strength to the conclusion 
that the intention was that the house should be used as 
a private dwelling-house only. The covenant provided 
that the lessee should not convert or permit to be con- 
verted the premises into a shop, or “to have any mark 
or show of trade or business thereon,’ and Lord Ellen- 
borough thought that “ the exhibition of the boys may 
be said somewhat to resemble a show of business within 
the terms of the covenant.” 

There is not, so far as we know, any reported 
case in which the same conclusion has been come 
to on a mere covenant not to carry on any trade 
or business on the demised premises. In Kemp 
v. Sober (1 Sim. N. 8. 517), the words of the 
covenant were ‘‘ shall not exercise any trade, business, 
or calling, or otherwise use or suffer the same [premises] 
to be used to the annoyance, nuisance, or injury of any 
of the houses at Kemp Town”—words which would 
without doubt cover the case of a girls’ school. In 
Wickenden v. Webster (6 E. & B. 387), the covenant, in 
addition to prohibiting “‘ any public trade or business,” 
provided that the house should be “ occupied and used 
as a private dwelling-house only,’”’ and it was, of course, 
held that the use of the house as a girls’ day-school was 
a breach of the covenant. And in Johnstone v. Hall (4 
W. Rh. 417, 2K. & J. 414), where Wood, V.C., recog~ 
nized the authority of Kemp v. Sober, although he re-- 
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fused relief because the plaintiffs were only reversioners ' 


(it appears—see 26 W. R. 150—that he afterwards 
granted relief), the covenant was not to use buildings for 
certain specffied trades, “or any other trade, business, 
or employment whatsoever,” but only as private houses. 
Tt will be seen that no general rule as to the scope to be 
given to a mere prohibition on the exercise of any 
“business? on the demised premises can be deduced 
from these cases, and all that can be gathered ftom 
Doe v. Keeling is that covenants relating to the 
exercise of a trade or business would be construed 
according to the intention, which would be collected, not 
merely from the words of the covenant, but from the 
circumstances of the letting. If from these it could be 
gathered that the intention of the parties to the contract 
of letting was that the house should be used as a private 
dwelling-house only, the court would construe the word 
“business ” as including any occupation likely to result 
in an alteration in the character of the premises. 

In German v. Chapman (26 W. R. 149) we have, 
for the first time, a decision of a Court of Appeal on this 
subject, and a decision which laid down some important 
principles of construction of the class of covenants we 
are considering. ‘The covenant in that case was that 
“nohouse . . . should be used or occupied otherwise 
than as and for a private residence only,”’ but the observa- 
tions of the learned judges appear to be generally applic- 
able. Lord Justice James said that in construing these 
words it must be remembered that “ they are restrictive 
of the common law right of an owner, the grantee of the 
land, and, therefore, if there is any ambiguity in them, 
or any reasonable doubt as to what they mean, our deci- 
sion must be guided very much by that. That is to say, 
the plaintiff coming for the assistance of this court must 
make out his case fully, and bring it within the plain 
meaning of the contract which he is seeking to enforce. 

Then we must construe the words themselves 
according to common sense, and ask, What is the mean- 
ing of this ordinary language? . °. This is not a 
question to be argued on any purely logical considera- 
tions; we have only to ask, What do the words convey 
toone’s mind?” And Lord Justice Thesiger expressly 
laid it down that ‘“‘ we must take the words of this cove- 
nant in their ordinary and popular signification, unless 
we can collect from the context that they were intended 
to have only a limited meaning.” We think we are not 
wrong in concluding from this language that the modern 
rule as to the construction to be given to covenants of 
the class we have been considering differs widely from 
that laid down in Doe v. Keeling. The first question to 
be asked is, What is the ordinary and popular significa- 
tion of the restrictive words? The next question is, Is 
there anything in the context to limit or explain the 
words? If there is not, the ordinary and popular signi- 
fication will be given to them. And if there is any 
ambiguity or doubt in the words used, they will be con- 
strued in favour of the lessee, from whose rights they 
derogate. 


Now let us turn to the recent case of Bramwell v. Lacy. 
The circumstances of the case were these. A lease of a 
house in a residential neighbourhood contained a covenant 
binding the lessee not to “‘ exercise or carry on, or suffer 
to be exercised or carried on, upon any part of the 
premises any trade, business, or dealing whatsoever, or 
anything in the nature thereof, without the consent in 
writing of the lessor, his executors, administrators, or 
assigns, or be party to or suffer any act or thing 
which may be or may grow to the annoyance, 
damage, injury, prejudice, or inconvenience of the 
neighbouring premises.” The assignees of the lease 
turned the house into'a hospital for diseases of the 
throat and chest. There were no in-patients, but a 
considerable number of out-patients had been treated 
and supplied with medicines, some receiving assist- 
ance gratuitously, and some making small payments 
according to their means; the hospital was, 
however, really maintained by voluntary contributions, 





Upon an application by the lessors for an injunction te 
restrain the assignees from using the house as a hospitat, 
the Master of the Rolls not only held that the use of ° 
the house as a hospital for the diseases specifi.d was 
a nuisance to the neighbourhood and a breach of the 
latter part of the covenant—as to which, considering the 
infectious character of some throat diseases, there could 
be little doubt—but also stated his opinion that the 
hospital was “a business” within the words of the 
former part of the covenant. ‘‘Is this a ‘ business,’ ” he 
said, ‘for ‘in the nature of a business’? I have no 
doubt it is. It is, in reality, an apothecary’s business. 
The question whether or not it is carried on for a profit 
is not material, in my opinion ; even if it is not strictly a 
business, it is, at all events, in the nature of a business; 
but I am distinctly of opinion that this is a ‘ business’ 
within the meaning of the covenant.” 

As we said at the commencement of this article, we 
have no fault to find with the decision in this case, but 
the observations above quoted do not appear to us to be 
reconcileable with the principles laid down by the Court 
of Appeal in German v. Chapman, and itis to be ob- 
served that no reference appears to have been made to 
that case, either in the argument or in the judgment. 
If we apply the principles of construction laid down in 
that case, and inquire whether in ordinary parlance the 
word ‘* business” includes the keeping of a hospital 
entirely maintained by voluntary contributions, and free 
to all patients, but one answer can be given to the ques- 
tion. No one can say that it does. Then does the 
word ‘ business ”’ in its plain and ordinary sense include 
the keeping of a hospital supported by voluntary con< 
tributions, free to the necessitous poor, but at which some 
of the patients pay a small sum weekly, according to 
their means? The essence of the thing is exactly the 
same ; the hospital is carried on for purely philanthropic 
purposes, and such an institution does not come within 
the “ordinary and popular signification” of the word 
‘ business.” We apprehend that the observations of 
the Master of the Rolls must be limited to the case 
before him, and cannot safely be taken as an authority 
that a mere covenant not to exercise any trade or 
business will be broken by the opening of a hospital of 
the kind described in Bramwell v. Lacy. The import- 
ance of the matter lies in the lesson that where restric- 
tions on the use of a house are intended, they should be 
clearly and particularly specified in the lease. 








The following are stated to be the circuits selected by the 
judges for the summer assizes :—Western, Lord Chief Jus- 
tice Cockburn and Mr. Justice Lopes ; Midland, Lord Jus- 
tice Thesiger and Mr. Justice Lindley ; South-Eastern, 
Lord Justice Baggallay and Mr. Justice Grove ; Oxford, Mr. 
Justice Hawkins and Mr. Justice Stephen; Northern, Mr. 
Justice Lush and the judge who will succeed Mr. Justice 
Melior ; North-Eastern, Lord Justice Bramwell and Mr. 
Baron Huddleston ; North Wales, the Lord Chief Baron; 
South Wales, Mr. Justice Manisty. 

The Times states as follows the progress of legislation 
up to the Whitsuntide recess: —Forty-eight Billsoriginating 
in the Lords have been sent to the Commons, and of these, 
none of the public Bills and only 14 private Bills have 
received the Royal assent. Oat of 171 public Bills and 
163 private Bills originating in the Lower House, 21 and 
28 respectively have received the Royal assent. Of the 
eight public Bills originating in the Lords and not yet 
sent down to the Commons, two have passed through com- 
mittee and only two have passed second reading, and of the 
remaining Lords’ private Bills only three have got beyond 
second reading. The list of private Bills has been cieared 
by tke dropping or rejection on technical or other grounds 
of some 30. In the same way, 35 of the publio Bills intro. 
duced into the House of Commons have been disposed of, 
19 having been withdrawn or dropped, tive ‘put off for 
six months,” and ten referred to select committees or te 
the examiners. Of the rest, 21 have passed and gone on 
to tbe Lords, besides those that have received the Ropal 
assent. 
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THE LIABILITY OF EMPLOYERS FOR 
NEGLIGENCE OF A FELLOW SERVANT. 


Tue subject of the liability of a master for the negli- 
gence of a fellow servant bas been on several occasions 
considered in our columns. The promised Bill for the 
mitigation of the doctrines that are supposed to press 
too hardly upon workmen has been brought iv, and, 
briefly summarized, it proposes to alter the present law 
by making the negligence of servants in certain high 
positions of authority over their fellow servants equiva- 
lent to the negligence of the master himself. This pro- 
vision has been shadowed forth in the discussions that 
have in various cases and on various oceasions.taken place 
on this subject. We do not at present propose to con- 
sider how far the language of the Bull efficiently de- 
fines the character of the servants who are thus consti- 
tuted “‘ vice-masters.” We wish to advance some con- 
siderations that tend to show that this alteration is based 
on justice. The true basis in justice of the original 
limitation of the law respondeat superior, as we have 
endeavoured rightly or wrongly to show, is as follows :— 
In the ordinary course of the conduct of large enter- 
prises many acts must necessarily be delegated by the 
master to servants. It is for the interest both of the 
master and of the servant that the enterprises should be 
carried on, and consequently that the delegation should 
take place. It is unfair, therefore, that the servant should 
be in the same position as a mere outsider, one of the 
general public, who has no interest, at least directly, 
in the enterprise being carried on, and who is entitled to 
say that the master ought to have done such and such 
an act himself, and if he has not, ought to be responsible 
for those to whom he delegated the performance of it. 
This is much the same in the result as the ordinary 
formula—viz., thatthe servant has impliedly contracted to 
take the risk of the negligence of his fellow servant, but 
toour thinking itis preferable, because, unless by the term 
“implied contract” is meant a mere implication of law, 
there is in fact no such contract implied at all. 

But taking the general principle of the law on the 
subject to be based on justice, ought there to be any 
limitations to it? It seems to us that it may be fairly 
contended that there ought. It is fair that the servant 
should take some risk. He has consented to join in the 
enterprise for the joint benefit of both parties, but the 
right of the master to protection cannot be unlimited 
without entailing great hardship on the servant. The 
master ought not to be entitled to withdraw himself 
from all possibility of liability by delegating the whole 
conduct of the business and entirely washing his hands 
of it. If the servant finds the character of his fellow 
servant to be that of a careless or unskilful person, he 
may complain to the master, and if after such a com- 
plaint the master retains the fellow servant in his em- 
ployment, and it appears to a jury that the complaint of 
the servant as to the character of his fellow servant was 
@ substantial and well founded one, then it seems to us 
that the master ought not to be protected in the same 
way as before. A man who employs a servant with 
notice of his negligence may be said to be negligent 
himself in the matter. But if a master, notwithstanding 
any number of complaints, can employ a negligent ser- 
vant, and fall back on the protection given to him by 
law, the servant is absolutely defenceless unless he is 
willing to sacrifice his employment and withdraw from 
the service. Now, we think that the common sense of 
mankind as to the justice of the matter tends to the con- 
clusion that the workman is put to too hard an election 
if in such a case he is bound to the alternative of giving 
up his place if the master refuses. to listen to his well- 
grounded complaints againct his fellow workman. His 
employment is his bread, and if he gives it up he may 
get no other. 

But there are a certain class of servants of whom it 
may be impossible or useless to complain from the 
relative status of the parties. Servants in such a position 





as that they may generally be described as vice-masters 
are servants of such aclass. Consequently if you give the 
master the protection of the common law in the case of 
the negligence of such, you practically give an abso. 
lutely unlimited and dangerous right of protection ren- 
dering the servant entirely defenceless. You enable 
a master to disburthen himself of all liability ang 
all responsibility for the management of the kusinesg 
quoad his workmen. This, we think, is going too far, 
These things are matters principally of expediency and 
of a ‘balance of convenience. They cannot safely be 
brought within the limits of any rigid formula. It is, 
no doubt with respect to vice-masters true that the 
delegation is in the interest of both parties, and so far 
the case comes within the principle we have laid down 
as the basis of the protection given to the master ; but it 
seems to us that in this case countervailing considerations 
of hardship to the servant come in; and on the other 
hand there is not, to our thinking, the same amount of 
hardship to the master in making him responsible for the 
negligence of the fellow servant as in other cases. The 
vice-master is presumably a person of intelligence and 
of a better status, and more likely to take care. 

We fear, however, that even this limited alteration 
of the law may somewhat tend to prevent enter. 
prises being carried on with the same freedom 
as before. If the manager of a mine is guilty 
of what a jury may find to be negligence, a colliery 
proprietor may be liable to hundreds of actions, 
It is clear that this largely alters the conditions 
under which such businesses can be carried on, and this 
is a serious consideration quoad the interests of workmen 
as well as masters, but undoubtedly this is a very different 
thing from enacting that because one uneducated, reck. 
less miner opens his Davy lamp to light his pipe, and 
causes an explosion, his employers shall be liable in 
damages to all the persons injured by the explosion. 
Weare so strongly convinced of the justice of the general 
rule, and the intolerable consequences that would result 
from a sweeping interference with it, that we almost fear 
any alteration of it. But we are inclined to think that 
the matters we have above alluded to point to considera- 
tions of justice in favour of some modifications of the 
rule such as are contained in the Bill we have been dis. 
cussing. 








Rebhiews. 


SHERIFF LAW. 


Tue Law or THE Orrice anv Duties or THE SHERIFF; 
witH THE Writs AND ForMS RELATING TO THE OFFICE. 
By Cameron Cuurcuitt, assisted by A. CarmicuakL 
Bruce, Barristers-at-Law. Stevens and Sons. 


We happened to open this book at the section relating 
to “the landlord’s security for rent,’ forming part V., 
section 5, of a chapter on “The Sheriff's ministerial 
duties.” The authors set out, properly enough, with 
8 Anne, c.18,s. 1, which they paraphrase, but do not any- 
where,so far as we can discover, give verbatim; and then 
follows a paraphrase of 7 & 8 Vict. c. 96, s. 67, which, by 
omitting the words at the end of the section, ‘ or times 
of payment,” renders the meaning obscure. We have 
next a paraphrase of section 37 of 43 Geo. 3, c. 99, 8. 37; 
and then, to our amazement, we are landed in the midst 
of the subject of the landlord’s remedy by distress; and 
having been taken over Lehain v. Philpott and Lear v. 
Edmonds, we are immediately jolted on to the subject 
of asecond distress for the same rent, and in the next 
paragraph find ourselves upon the duty of the landlord 
in a sale under a distress, so far, at least, as Hawkins v. 
Walrond covers that subject. We are informed that 
“the reason of this decision was that the action of the 
landlord was in contravention of the spirit of the statute 
2W. & M.c. 5,8. 2, which requires that corn, grain, oF 
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hay, in a barn or on a stock (sic), distrained, shall not be 
removed by the person distraining, to the damage of the 
owner, from the place where seized.” What the authors 
probably meant to say was that the action of the land- 
Jord contravened ‘‘ the spirit’ of the provision in sec- 
tion 2, that the landlord shall sell ‘‘ for the best price 
that can be gotten.” But what connection have these 
subjects with “the sheriff's ministerial duties,” or what 
possible place in a work on Sheriff Law ? 

It is right to say that we do not find such irrelevancy 
in other parts of the work, nor anything like equal in- 
accuracy. The book, after giving an account of the 
origin of the sheriff and of his qualification, &c., and of 
the under-sheriff and sheriff's officers, proceeds, under 
the heading of “The Sheriff’s Judicial Duties,’ to 
treat of the election of coroners, proceedings in out- 
awry, the election of Members of Parliament, the writ 
of inquiry, and the compensation court. Under the 
general heading of “The Sheriff's Ministerial Duties ” 
the rest of the functions of the office are dealt with, and 
the book concludes with a chapter on “ Remedies against 
‘the Sheriff.” 


LEADING STATUTES. 


Leapine Sratures SuMMARIZED FoR THE Use or STUDENTS. 
By Ernest C. Tuomas. Stevens & Haynes. 


The modern student, like the modern child, is provided 
‘with many advantages unknown to a previous generation. 
Here he has his statutes reduced into homeopathic 
globuies so that they may be swallowed by the dozen. 
In most cases, this has been done with care and con- 
siderable ingenuity, and the result will be helpful to the 
student; but the obvious danger of the process is that, 
in eliminating details, mere general outlines may be 12ft 
which are of no value at all. Take, for instance, the 
Agricultural Holdings Act; it is not much advantage to 
‘know that “tenant may, on determination of tenancy, 
receive compensation for certain improvements specified 
‘in the Act.” 


RATES AND RATING. 


Tue Law RELATING To Rates anp Ratinea, &c. By Gzorce 
F. Cuampers, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


Mr. Chambers gives, in the first part of his book, the 
statutory provisions relating to rates and rating, from 
43 Eliz. c. 2, to 40 & 41 Vict. c. 66; and in part2a 
digest of the cases on rates and rating. The year in 
which each case was decided is mentioned, but the digest 
occasionally affords only a reference to the subject- 
matters with which the case deals, after the manner of 
the “ catch words’’ at the head of reports. There is a 
useful index at the end of the volume. 


HIGHWAYS AND BRIDGES. 


“Tue Law revatTine To Hienways AND Bringgs, &c. By 
Grorce F. Cuampers, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & 
Sons. 


This work is framed on the same lines as that above 
‘moticed. Part 1 of book 1 gives the statutes in full, 
arranged in chronological order, with occasional notes ; 
while part 2 contains a digest of the cases on highways 
and bridges, arranged under convenient heads. The 
effect of the cases seems to be generally very satisfac- 
torily given, and we observe that Mr. Chambers consults 
‘the convenience of his readers by adding references to 
‘the Wzrxty Reporter, as well as to other series of re- 
ports. Book 2 contains, in part 1, the statutes on light- 
ing, and in part 2 the cases on that subject. There is a 
wery full and useful index. 





PUBLIC LIBRARIES. 


A Digest oF tHE Law RELATING TO Pustic Liprarres 
AND Musgums AND Lirerary AND Sorentiric Instrru- 
tions, &c. By G. F. Cuampers, Barrister-at-Law. 
Second Edition. Stevens & Sons. 


In this edition Mr. Chambers has enlarged the scope 
of his work so as to include the law relating to all kinds 
of institutions connected with literature, science, and 
art. Book 2 is devoted to these miscellaneous institu- 
tions, and in part 2, after a brief outline of the statutory 
provisions relating to or affecting the subject, precedents 
of general documents, including memorandum and 
articles of association, are given, and, in part 3, precedents 
of bye-laws and rules; the statutes in full are given in 
part 4, and part 5 contains a digest of cases. 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS. 


Tue Law RELATING TO Factortzs AND WORKSHOPS, WITH 
IntrRopuction AND Expianatory Notes. By George 
Jarvis Norcurt, Solicitor. Second Edition. Stevens 
& Sons. 


The passing of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1878, 
has necessitated the remoulding of this useful little 
book, which now consists of an annotated edition of the 
recent Act and the orders made under it. The notes are 
brief and practical. 


JUDICATURE ACTS. 


Tue Supreme Court or Jupicature Acts, 1873-1878, 
AND OTHER STATUTES AND ORDERS RELATING TO THE 
Practice oF THE SupreME CovrT oF JUDICATURE. 
By Wynne E. Baxrer, Solicitor. ‘Third Edition. 
Butterworths. 


This edition is a great improvement on the first. The 
lengthy notes have been omitted, and in place of them 
short statements are given of the effect of the cases 
decided on the sections and rules. The book has, in 
fact, been brought into a very handy form. But some 
of the notes need careful revision. At p. 230, and also 
on p. 246, a statement of the effect of Shephard v. 
Beane (24 W. R. 363, L. R. 2 Ch. D. 223), is given with 
the words appended “ not followed (Furness v. Booth, 4 
Ch. D. 586.) Now, considering that Vice-Chancellor 
Hall has since disapproved of his own judgment in 
Shephard vy. Beane (see Harris v. Gamble, L. R. 6 Ch. 
D. 748), it can only mislead the reader to give promin- 
ence to the abandoned view. 








General Correspondence. 


A PATHETIC APPEAL. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 

Sir,—I do beseech you, in mercy to that over-worked 
class, lawyers’ clerks, to draw the attention of the proper 
authorities to the present position of the law offices, in 
order that before the sultry weather and the harassing 
work of Trinity Sittings commences directions may be 
given for the removal of the offices of the Paymaster- 
General and the Clerks of Records and Writs to the new 
building. 

Worn out with tramping from office to office, we, some 
ten years ago, welcomed with joy the project started for 
the concentration of the law offices on one spot ; but alas! 
the removal this year of only a portion of them, namely, 
the taxing masters and registrars’ offices, to the new law 
courts have made matters worse and worse, for we have 
now, in order to complete every transaction, to walk half 
a mile to and from these and the other offices, 

Surely, after so many years of labour, the contractors 
ought to have the small portion of the building in Bell- 
yard ready for the occupation of all for whom it was 
intended. A Lawysr’s Crerx. 

June 2, 
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ORDERS FOR JUDGMENT. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—A plaintiff, upon the usual affidavit, issues a 
summons to sign judgment under ord. 14, r. 1. The 
defendant’s solicitor indorses the summons thus: ‘‘ Take 
an order as by the master.” Upon this indorsement an 
order is drawn up with the usual introductory words, 
** Upon hearing the solicitors or agents on both sides, 
and upon reading the affidavit,” &c. 

Upon these facts, it is suggested that such order, and 
any judgment signed or execution issued under it, will 
be void unless the order is filed under section 27 of the 
Debtors Act, 1869, it being contended that practically 
the order is “ made by consent ” within the meaning of 
that section. 

On the other hand, it is said that the court will not 
go behind the order, which does not on its face appear 
to have been made by consent, and also that the indorse- 
ment given does not necessarily imply more than that 
the defendant cannot resist an order being made. Asa 
matter of fact, I believe orders so made are not filed, 
but the point appears to me worth some consideration, 
as, if the contention is good, defendants’ solicitors 
would, in most cases, refrain from giving an indorse- 
ment in the usual form above mentioned. 

June 3. A Sortcrror. 











Zucteties. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 

At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at the 
hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, on 
Thursday, the 5th inst., the following being present, viz., 
Mr. Desborough (chairman), and Messrs. Tylee, Boodle, 
Burges, Burt, Collisson, Desborough, jun., Drew, Lucas, 
Sawtell, Styan, and A. B. Carpenter (secretary), grants 
amounting to £1,450 were made to the widows and daughters 
of deceesed members, and £55 to eleven widows and daughters 
of deceased non-members, two new members were elected, 
and the ordinary general business was transacted. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

At the meeting at Clement’s-inn Hall on Wednesday last 
the society was occupied with the discussion of a motion 
brought forward by Mr. Owen for the establishment of two 
prizes, of the value of £5 5s.and £3 3s. respectively, for 
the two members who had spoken most successfally at the 
debates of the society during each year. After consider- 
able discussion the motion was rejected. 








— 


At the Lambeth Police-court, on Wednesday, Alfred 
Henry May, a solicitor, having offices in Chancery-lane, 
was charged on remand with obtaining £15 from Mr. 
H. Fallagar, solicitor, with intent to defrand. Mr. 
Johnstone Watson, barrister, defended. The prisoner 
bad acted for Mr. Fallagar during his illness. In addi- 
tion to a sum of £20, Mr. Fullagar gave him £15 
for certain fees to connsel in a criminal matter at the 
Middlesex Sessions. The prisoner alleged in the course of 
the case that he was out of pocket, and complained that 
Mr. Chance, by fixing the bail at a very Jarge sum—two 
in £200 each—had prevented his getting bail. The clerks 
of Mr. Besley and Mr. Metcalfe were called with the view 
of showing that the fees were paid as marked on the briefs, 
bat they were not of the amount which Mr. Fullagar said 
he requested the prisoner to give, and which he believed 
had been paid. Inspector Chamberlain, who had taken the 
prisoner into custody, said there were other persons in at- 
tendance. John Kerster, a licensed victualler, stated that 
in July last be consulted the prisoner as to a case and gave 
him £6 to pay into court. He afterwards said the case 
was going before the Lord Mayor’s Court, and he wanted 
£7 to pay Mr. Besley and the expenses, which was ad- 
vaneed, The case having been postponed, he tried to see 
the prisoner, but could not. On the 3ist of October the 
brokers were put into his house for £27 14s. 2d. with 
regard to the action, and he had to pay the money. Mr. 
— adjourned the case until next week, extending the 











Obituarp. 


MR. WILLIAM WILBERFORCE. 
Mr. William Wilberforce, barrister, of Markington . 


-Grange, Yorkshire, died a few days ago at his residence, 


South Bank, Surbiton. Mr. Wilberforce, who was the 
eldest and only surviving son of the late Mr. William Wil- 
berforce, M.P. for Hull, and a brother of the late Bishop of” 
Winchester, was boro in 1798. He was educated at Trinity 
College, Cambridge, and was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1825, but he had for many 
years retired from practice. In 1837 he became a candidate 
tor the borough of Hull in the Conservative interest, and 
was returned at the head of the poll, but he was afterwards + 
unseated on account of a defective qualification. Like his 
two brothers, the Archdeacons Robert and Henry Wilber- 
force, he had been for many years an adherent of the Church 
of Rome. Mr. Wilberforce was a magistrate for Middlesex 
and for the West Riding of Yorkshire. He was married to the 
daughter of the Rev. John Owen, rector of Paglesham, 
Essex, and he leaves oneson, Mr. William Wilberforce, jun. 
= was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter ‘Term, 
849. 





SIR EDWARD JOHN GAMBIER. 


Sir Edward John Gambier, knight, many years Chief 
Justice of the Madras Presidency, died at his residence, 22, 
Hyde Park-gate, on the 3ist ult., in his eighty-fifth year.. 
Sir E. Gambier was the third son of the late Mr. Samuel 
Gambier (a near relative of the celebrated Admiral Lord 
Gambier), and was born in 1794. He was educated at: 
Eton, and was formerly Fellow of Trinity College, Cam- 
bridge, where he was Chancellor’s Medallist and a senior 
optime in 1871. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn 
in 1822, and practised for several years on the Western 
Circuit and at the Dorsetshire Sessions. He was for severak 
years recorder of Prince Edward's Island, and in 1834 
received the honour of knighthood. He was appointed a 
puisne judge of the Supreme Court of Madras in 1836, and 
Chief Justice of the Presidency in 1842, and in 1849 he. 
retired on a pension. 








Heqal Jews. 


In a case heard before the Bradford County Court on Fri- 
day week, it appeared that an accountant named B. Mus-- 
grave had applied to the defendant for the sum of £6 17s., 
and threatened legal proceedings unless that amount was 
paid within seven days, and stated that he had* advised the 
plaintiff's wife te hold certain goods until the amuunt was 

aid.—-His Honour: Is Mr. Musgrave a solicitor ?—Mr. 

utchinson: No, your Honour ; he is an accountant.— His 
Honovr: Then what does he mean by legai measures and 
legal advice? Of course Mr. Musgrave would make himself 
responsible for all the consequences resulting from. this 
advice if he were a solicitor. I suppose Mr. Musgrave is 
under no responsibility, but as soon as these people get into 
the hands of a responsible man, who is liable for the advice 
given, the goods are given up. AJ] the expense connected 
with the refusal to give up the furniture resulted from Mr. 
Musgrave’s advice, which led to the litigation, and is 
expense incurred by the plaintiff for which, I suppose, Mus- 
grave being an accovntant, the Jaw provides no remedy, and: 
he has no responsibility. If such advice had been given by 
a solicitor, the solicitor would have been liable. 


At the Westminster Police Court on Saturday Heber 
Sternberg, solicitor’s clerk, was re-examined, charged with 
stealing £2, £1, 10s., and 3s., the moneys of Mr. Thomas 
Duerdin Dutton, solicitor, of 40, Churton-street, Pimlico. 
The prisoner was managing clerk to Mr. Dutton from June 
to March last. There was a chancery suit in the office— 
Trotman vy. Brew—and on the 30th of August last the 

isoner charged £2 for setting down the cause, That,. 

owever, he had never done, snd again, on the 26th of 
September, he had charged £2 for setting down the same 
cause on the higher scale, whereas le had set it down on the 
lower scale, the charge for which was £1 only, On the 
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same day there was an order for a dissolution of partnership 
in the same suit, which bore a ten shilling stamp, but for 
which prisoner charged £1. About the 19th of October, in 
Trotman v. Brew, there was an order to sell stock, and that 
order only had a three shilling stamp, whereas the prisoner 
charged £1. These were the only cases gone into, but Mr. 
Dutton informed the court that, besides other defalcations, 
he had charged in two actions alone for twenty summonses 
and orders which had never existed, and when apprehended 
‘by Sergeant Clough, at Clifford’s-inn, he had a letter open in 
his pocket and a copy of it which Mr. Dutton had sent to 
Mr. Cosadge, but which had never reached him. Mr. 
D'Eyncourt passed a sentence of six months’ hard labour. 


An American journal gives the following as the reply 
received by an American lawyer in answer to an application 
for the settlement of an old claim :—My dear Sir,—I am 
informed by yours of the Ist inst. that the estate of the late 
— holds three notes against me, respectively 81.50dols., 
94.58dols., 119.50dols., and desiring me to communicate 
with you in reference thereto. I congratulate the estate on 
holding a claim against a person so abundantly able to owe 
it as myself, in fact, were it ten times the amount, I should 
‘beable to owe it with equal prospect of payment. You 
speak of making me trouble and expense; the latter would 
be impossible as I have nothing to spend; the former would 
oaly be a verification of the Scripture text, ‘‘ Man born of a 
woman, his days are few and full of trouble.’ I trust the 
executor (whoever he may be) of Mr. S——’s estate is not so 
Jost to all the nobler impulses that actuate the human heart 
as to desire to plunge a man (who is actuated by honest 
motives, however unfortunate he may have been) into un- 
necessary difficulty, as no benefits could possibly accrue to 
Mr. S ’s heirs by such a course. In order that you may 
form a correct estimate of the amount the estate would be 
likely to receive by getting out an execution and levying, I 
will give you a comprehensive inventory of my effects, 
exclusive of personals exempt by law from execution: one 
‘s2w one buck-saw, one hand-saw, three waggon wheels 
(all odd ones), one waggon shaft (with cross-bar attached), 
one riding saddle, the stirrups of which have been sold for 
old iron, it is also minus one flap, as, needing soles for a pair 
of boots, and being unable to purchase sole-leather, the 
middle flap answered the purpose admirably ; the circingle 
has also been substituted for a pair of suspenders, as my 
pants (the only pair I have) needed girthing about the waist; 
-one old harness, nearly complete, and with about five dollars 
expended on it for repairs, I think would bring about a 
‘dollar and a half at auction; one old sleigh—this is in a 
rather dilapidated condition. It might answer, however, as 
a foundation for a hen-coop; one lame chicken, one pair of 
pine crutches. I am not sure but what the last-named are 
exempt; Ido not know, however, whether the law makes 
any allowance for a man who is occasionally lame. This, I 
believe, includes all. In case of an attachment, however, 

-aecording to the laws of this State, it would be assigned for 
the benefit of all creditors. You would probably get for 
your share the lame chicken or the crutches. Throwing all 
Jjesting aside, Mr. L——, I have really got nothing, nor do 

see any prospect ahead of ever being able to pay it. The 
executor might just as well put those notes down as so much 
waste-paper. I think’you have made a great discovery in 
those notes, and that discovery is ‘‘ Perpetnal Motion,” as 
there is no question but what they will run for ever. 
Hoping you are satisfied of my ability to owe those notes, I 
tTemain, with great respect and good wishes, 


At the Clerkenwell Police Court ‘on Friday week, Jobn 
Litton, describing himself as a barrister, was charged, on 
remand, with having forged and uttered a certain deed pur- 
porting to be the assignment of the lease of the house and 
premises, 17, Upper Montagu-street, Marylebone-road, with 
intent to defraud. In opening the case Mr. Besley said 
that the prisoner was convicted at the last Middlesex Ses- 
sions of having obtained money by means of fictitious 
cheques, and sentenced to eighteen months’ hard labour. 
Daring his trial the prisoner produced certain documents 
which then disclosed an elaborately designed fraud, and on 
the application of the parties interested, the assistant judge, 
who tried the prisoner, ordered that the documents should 
be impounded. Upon those documents the present charge 
was founded, The case was a singular one in many 
‘respects, the prisoner having been at one time a member 
of the bar and very well connected. There would be a 
charge of forgery preferred against him, but at pre- 











sent the evidence would be directed to a charge of 
forging an assignment of a lease. It would be shown 
that a Mrs. Alexander, lessee of the house, 17, Upper 
Montagu-street, died on or about the 13th of Janu 
last. The prisoner had been a lodger in the house, and 
after the death of the lady he by correspondence set up a 
claim to the lease of the premises. When challenged to 
produce any assignment he represented that in consequence 
of the house being in the hands of painters and others he 
could not find the deed. Subsequently, as would be proved, 
he produced a mutilated deed, and represented that it had 
been executed in his favour by the deceased. He applied toa 
professional gentleman to write a letter stating that he had 
prepared such an assignment, but that was not done. Hav- 
ing failed in that, the prisoner appeared to have gone to a 
law stationer named Taylor, of Gray’s-inn, and ordered him 
to engross upon the lease cf the premises which had been 
duly made by the ground landlord to Mrs. Alexander an 
assignment from the latter to the prisoner. The name of 
the assignor was left blank, while the name of the assignee 
was set out as Litton. One of the documents produced by 
the prisoner at his trial was the assignment, which it would 
be proved was not engrossed until the 27th of January, or 
fourteen days after the death of the alleged assignor, and 
the stamp bore date the 31st of January. The prisoner, in 
giving the order for the engrossment, represented himself as 
Mr. Alexander, and since the engrossment the blanks for 
the assignor’s name had been filled in as ‘‘ Alexander.” 
The prisoner lodged in the house, 17, Upper Montagu-street, 
and appeared to a certain extent to have acted as Mrs. 
Alexander’s agent, and thus, after her death, he became 
possessed of the lease which she. held of the premises in 
question. He, Mr. Besley, would call some evidence on 
the charge of forging the assignment and would then ask 
for a farther remand. Mr. Fullager, clerk of the peace for 
Middlesex, produced the documents in question, including 
the assignment, which he said had been in the custody of 
the court under an order of the assistant judge since the 
trial and conviction of the prisoner. Mr. Sidney Smith, 
solicitor, of Furnival's-inn, deposed that he was interested 
in the premises, 17, Upper Montagu-street, Marylebone, 
and executed a lease to Mrs. Alexander; and Mr. Taylor, 
law stationer, of Gray’s-inn, deposed to the circumstances of 
the engrossment as detailed by Mr. Besley. The prisoner 
was remanded and removed back to the House of Correc- 
tion. 





Appouinturents, Ete. 


Mr. Georce WitiraM Fircu, solicitor, has been unani- 
mously elected Clerk of the Peace for the borough of Cam- 
bridge, in succession to Mr. Henry French, deceased. Mr. 
Fitch was admitted a solicitor in 1852, and has been for 
several years a member of the Cambridge Town Council. 


Mr. Cuartrs Harpy Tompson, solicitor, of Manning- 
tree, has been appointed Clerk to the Lexden and Winstree 
Board of Guardians, to the Assessment Committee, to the 
Rural Sanitary Authority, ard to the School Attendance Com- 
mittee, in succession to Mr. William Howard, of Colchester, 
who has resigned. Mr. Tompson was also appointed 
superintendent registrar of births, marriages, and deaths for 
the district. 


Mr. Francis Ropertson Moors, solicitor, of Warwick 
and Leamington, who was recently appointed Clerk to the 
Magistrates for the former borough, has been elected 
Borough Coroner. Both offices were held by his father, the 
late Mr. George Moore. 


Mr. Witrtam Wittovensy, solicitor (of the firm of 
Barton & Willoughby), of Daventry, has been elected an 
Alderman for that borough. Mr. Willoughby was admitted 
a solicitor in 1852, and is registrar of the Daventry County 
Court. His partner, Mr. Edmund Charles Barton, is town 
clerk of Daventry, and clerk to the borough and county 
magistrates. 
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The Railway Commission.* 


July 22, 1878.—Lloyd v. Northampton and Banbury Junction 
Railway Company. 

Through rates—Undue prejudice—Terminal services—Infringe- 
went of special Act—Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854 
(17 & 18 Vict. c. 31), 8. 2. 

Upon complaint by a trader that he was subjected to an 
undue prejudice within the meaning of section 2 of the Railway 
and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, because he was charged the same 
through rates for traffie from his siding as was charged for traffic 
from a siding which was situated at a farther distance of two or 
three miles; it was proved that both sidings were situated in 
the same district, and had been grouped together by the railway 
company for through rate purposes. 

Held, that no undue prejudice was caused by the same rate 
being made applicable to both places. That asa through rate 
was a gross sum of small amount for conveyance over a long 
route, it was impossible to make its amount vary with slight 
differences of distance. That it was enough if places that were 
practically in the same district had the same rate, but as a dis- 
trict must have an area of some extent, there would necessarily 
be some points in it that were nearer than others to the common 
destination. 

Upon proof that a railway had charged more than they were 
entitled to take under the maximum clause of their special Act, 
the railway commissioners made an order under section 2 of the 
Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, enjoining the railway com- 
pany to desist in future from exceeding the limit prescribed by 
their special Act. 

This was an application to the railway commissioners 
for an order enjoining the Northampton and Banbury 
Junction Railway Company not to charge the applicant 
excessive throngh rates and terminal cherges for 
services which they did not perform, and charges in excess 
of the authorized rate, and also not to subject the traffic of 
the applicant to an undue and unreasonable prejudice and 
disadvantage, by charging tolls or rates to him at a higher 
proportional rate than to other persons. 

The applicant carried on business as the lessee of certain 
ironstone mines and works situate at Easton Neston, in 
Northamptonshire. These mines were connected with the 
defendants’ railway by a branch line and sidings of one 
mile and a quarter in length, and which had been con- 
structed at the expense of the applicant. The defendants’ 

railway, from Blisworth to Green’s Norton Junction, was 
nearly five miles in length, and the junction of the appli- 
cant’s branch line or siding with the railway was situated 
at a point distant about one mile and fifty-one chains from 
Green’s Norton Junction, and distant three and a half 
miles from Blisworth. At a point on the defendants’ 
railway, distant three miles and seventy-four chains 
from Green’s Norton Junction, and two and a quarter 
miles farther from it than the applicant’s siding 
was another siding communicating with the ironstone 
mines and works of a Mr. Wheldon. The applicant 
alleged that, although, according to an orcer of the com- 
missioners in the case of the East and West Junction Rail- 
way Company v. Great Western Railway Company (1 Nev. 
& Mac. Ky. Cas. p. 331), the mileage proportion authorized 
to be charged was at the rate of a half-penny per ton per 
mile, the defendants had, nevertheless, charged the appli- 
cant an excess of one halfpenny on each ton of traffic 
carried in their through rates to South Wales; that the 
defendants charged him a terminal charge oi threepence 
per ton on all mineral traffic conveyed by them for him, 
although they performed no terminal services whatsoever 
in respect thereof; and also that as the rates charged 
to Mr. Wheldon for conveyance to South Wales—vid Green’s 
Norton Junetion and Stratford—were the same as those 
charged to the applicant, the applicant had, in effect, been 
charged at a higher rate than Mr. Wheldon, and the 
applicant’s traffic bad thus been subjected to an undue and 
unreasonable prejudice and disadvantag« contrary to the pro- 
visions of the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854. The 
detendants stated in their answer that the East and West 
Junction Railway Company exercised running powers over 
the defendants’ railway between Green’s Norton Junction 
and Blisworth, and the applicant’s traffic had, in fact, been 
carried by the Janction Company ; that the terms of user 
by tke Junction Company were settled by an agree- 





a 
ment which provided that the defendants should receive 
fixed sum of fivepeace per ton out of the rates charged for- 
the conveyance by the Junction Company of iron ore and 
ironstone from the sidings therein mentioned, including the. 
applicant’s siding and Mr. Wheldon’s siding, and that such: 
sidings Were grouped together with equal rates, and such. 
equal rates had been accordingly charged. ‘They denied: 
that they charged the applicant threepence per ton, or any: 
other sum, for terminal services. The Junction Company,, 
under the order of the commissioners apportioning the. 
throngh rate, had been allotted threepence per ton out of the 
through rate, but that was in lieu of the usual clearing.. 
house terminals. And the defendants had to keep alk 
the station accounts, collect the moneys, and perform the 
several duties incident to the terminal company. 

Littler, Q.C., and Hon. C. Leigh, appeared for the 

applicant. 

J. W. Batten appeared for the defendants. 

THE CoMMISSIONERS delivered the following judgment:— 

It appears to us that the applicant has to some extent 
misunderstood the order we made in a previous case- 

(East and West Junction Railway Company v. Great Western: 

Railway Company, 1 Nev. & Mac. Ry. Cas. 331) 
granting certain through rates. The through rates we- 
allowed did not include anything for terminal services for 
which a charge could be made upon the public. Where 
traffic is conveyed by more than two companies, the ter-- 
minal companies are put to certain expenses which do not 
fall upon an intermediate company, and it is reasonable 
and in accordance with the rules of the clearing-house. 
that some extra allowance should be made to terminal, 
companies in respect of those expenses. But it does not 
follow that the expenses for which such an allowance is 
made in a division of through receipts are of a kind which. 
can be charged to the public. They are expenses for which 
the companies are agreed that a terminal allowance shall: 
be made as between themselves, but whether anything can 
be demanded from the public in respect of them depends. 
upon whether and to what extent a railway company’s. 
special Act gives power to charge for them, Certainly no 
terminal service not covered by the mileage rate is ren- 
dered in connection with the carriage of iron ore traffic 
from Wheldon’s siding, nor is it otherwise as regards the- 
applicant’s siding, but neither can the applicant claim any- 
thing from the company in consideration of his siding being 
worked by himself, because that siding is his own and he 
could not require it to be worked for him, free of charge, by’ 
the railway company. It is true the applicant pays the- 
signalling expenses at the janction of his siding with the 
company’s line, and if such expenses at other junctions were- 
paid by the company it might be said that others were given 
an advantage which was not given to the applicant. But it 
appears that there are no such expenses at the only other 
siding that has been mentioned, namely, Wheldon’s siding, 

and, moreover, that with full knowledge of the arrangement 

subsisting with regared to Wheldon’s siding, the applicant 
made a written agreement with the company to pay the exe 
penses of forming anil working his junction. 

Our order has been also misunderstood as to its being an 
order to carry at a halfpenny a mile a ton, and we are 
glad that the particular complaint founded on this view of it 
has not been pressed. We may, however, remark that a 
through rate grauted by us is not a rate per mile at all, and 
that our reference to a halfpenny a mile rate was only in: 
connection with the proposed apportionment of the through 
rates which for mileage, as distinguished from pele 9 
gave to the Great Western Railway Company a sum which, 
divided by the distance they carried, worked out at a half- 
penny a mile, and which we thought free from objection in 
the case of that company, as a halfpenny a mile was the rate 
which they were charging at the time for similar traffic op 
other parts of their system. 

It is said that Wheldon’s siding is two or three miles 

further from Stratford, and therefore also from South Wales 

than Lloyd’s siding, but that the through rates for Wheldon’s 
traffic are no more than those at which the applicant’s traffic 
is carried, and that the applicant is thereby subjected to an 

undue prejudice. But the fact is that a through rate is a 

gross sum of a small amount for conveyance overa long. 

route, and it is impossible to make its amount vary wi 
slight differences of distance. It is enough if places that are: 

practically in the same district have the same rate, but as a 





* Keported by W. H. Macnamana, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
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————— 
ints in it that are nearer than others to the common desti- 
nation. Wheldon’s siding and Lloyd’s siding are both in 
the same Towcester and Blisworth district, and have been 
aped together for through rate purposes, and we do not 
think any undue prejudice is caused by the same rate being 
made applicable to both places. 

The remaining ground of complaint is with regard to the 
charge for coal from Blisworth to the applicant's siding, 
and as to this we find upon the evidence and upon the ad- 
mission made by the respondent's counsel that the applicant 
has been charged more than the company were entitled to 
take, and we shall enjoin the company to desist in fature 
from exceeding the limit prescribed by their Act. 

The applicant having failed as regards his other grounds 
ofcomplaint, the injunction is granted, without costs. 

Solicitor for the applicant, C. Davies, Birmingham. 

Solicitors for the defendants, Bircham & Co. 





County Courts. 


LEEDS. 
(Before F. J. Surru, Esq., Deputy-Judge.) 
April 21.—Sheldon v. Wolfe. 

Contract of service—Absence of punctuality—Implied promise 

to serve. 

Mr. F. J Surru, the deputy-judge, read the following 
judgment of Mr. Serjeant Tindal Atkinson, the judge of 
the court :— 

In this case an action has been brought by the plaintiff 
torecover damages against the defendant for a wrongful 
dismissal, and at the trial the jury, finding for the plaintiff, 
assessed the amount at £50. The defendant now moved in 
arest of judgment on the ground that the agreement, for 
the breach of which by the defendant the action is founded, 
is bad in law for the want of mutuality, and that the verdict 
therefore cannot be sustained. The agreement is in the 
following terms :— 

“Memorandum of agreement and general conditions made 
8th September, 1874, between Samuel Wolfe and Charles 
Sheldon. 

“T, Samuel Wolfe, hereby agree to engage Charles Sheldon 
fora term of five years, dating from September the 14th, 
1874, to September the 13th, 1879, as the manager of my 
lead pipe manufactory, at a salary of £95 per annum, being 
85s. per week, to be paid weekly. And should the manu- 
factory at any time by accident or any other cause not be 
working, the said Charles Sheldon agrees to employ his time 
inany other work found necessary in connection with the 
lead works, I, Samuel Wolfe, agree to find a sufficient 
number of men to work the lead mill, and further agree to 
allow the said Charles Sheldon two weeks’ holiday in each 
year during the months of July and August, and to pay the 
said Charles Sheldon his salary for the said time. 

“*S. Woxre. 
‘* CHARLES SHELDON.” 

It is contended by the defendant’s counsel that while 

there is, on the face of this agreement, an express under- 

taking on the part of the defendant Wolfe to employ 

Sheldon for five years, there is no promise, either express 

or implied, on the part of the plaintiff Sheldon to serve 

for that time, and that the agreement therefore being 
uniliteral is not capable of being enforced, On the part 
of the plaintiff it is insisted that, although the agreement 
dors not contain an express promise by the plaintiff to 
serve during the five years, the language used raises an 
implied promise to that effect, and thus forms a complete 
answer to the objection. Numerous cases were cited on 
both sides at the hearing of the argument, and I have 
availed myself of the interval which has occurred to 
consnlt the authorities referred to. I find that since the 

decisions in Lee v. Whitcomb (5 Bing. 34), and Sykes v. 

Dixon (9 A. & FE. 693), both of which are strongly in 

fivonr of the defendant, that the courts in the later 

cases, have materially shaken the authority of the above 
decisions, and that the practice has latterly been, in 
the absence of an express promise by one party to an 
agreetnent which has been acted upon, to raise out of the 

Words used an implied promise. The rule of construction of 

this class of agreement appears to be that when words of 





recital and reference manifest a clear intention that tha 
parties should do certain acts, the courts, upon a covenant 
to do such acts, will sustain an action for the noa-perform- 
ance, as if the instrument had contained express covenants 
to perform them: yer Lord Denman, C.J.(Aspdin v. Austin, 
5 Q. B. 683). Applying this rule to the case before 
me, I find at the commencethent of the agreement 
the words of reference “memorandum of agreement 
and general conditions ;’’ one of the general conditions 
being that the plaintiff is to be engaged for five years 
as the manager of the defendant's lead works, at a 
yearly salary, the plaintiff expressly promising on his 
part that should the special work for which he is engaged 
be interrupted by any accident to the machinery, or any 
other cause, he will employ his time in any other work found 
necessary in connection with such special employment. This 
condition is also followed by a provision by which the plain- 
tiff is entitled, without loss of salary, to a fortnight’s holiday 
in each year. It seems to me clear that the language of this 
agreement, looked at as a whole, leaves no doubt as to what 
was the intention of the parties when they both signed it— 
namely, that they had mutually entered into a contract of 
employment and service for the term of five years. If any 
doubt could exist as to this intention, the fact of the agree- 
ment having been acted upon for upwards of four years 
would, of itself, afford a sufficient answer to such doubt. 
The present case appears to me to fall within the decision in 
Stirling v. Maitland (5 B. & S. (840), in which it was held 
that if a party enters into an arrangement which can 
only take effect by the continuance of a certain existing 
state of circumstances, there is an implied engagement on 
his part that he shall do nothing of his own motion to put 
an end to the state of circumstances under which alone the 
arrangement can be operative. Here there is in the case 
before me a plain, well-defined obligation in express terms 
that the plaintiff will at any time, in the case of accident, 
employ his time in other work than that for which he is 
specially engaged, and I am of opinion that the words “ at 
any time”’ must necessarily mean at any time during the 
five years the defendant has agreed to employ him. On 
this point I think there is greac force in the argument 
used by Mr. Warren, the plaintiff’s advocate, that the 
plaintiff, under the terms of the agreement, had bound 
himself to be always in a position during the five years to 
perform this promise. I am of opinion, upon the con- 
struction of this agreement, that its provisions and condi- 
tions, taken together, point clearly to the conclusion that 
the plaintiff bound himself to serve the defendant for the 
term of five years, and that the objection of the learned counsel 
for the defendant that the agreement is invalid for want of 
mutuality fails, and that the action is therefore maintainable. 
Execution to be stayed until Tuesday, the 6th of May, in 
order to give the defendant an opportunity, if so advised, to 
move for a new trial on the grounds mentioned at the hearing 
of the argument. 
Warren, for plaintiff. 
£. Tindal Atkinson, barrister, for defendant. 





WAKEFIELD. 
Before Mr. Sergeant TiNDAL ATKINSON, Jadge. 

May 20.—Holdsworth and another vy. Seal and another. 
Public Health Act, 1875—Bond to secure costs of preliminary 

meeting to pass a resolation to adopt—Resolu'ion passed, but 

Act not carried into effect. 

His Honour said :—This is an action brought by the 
plaintiffs to recover from the defendants the sum of £12. 23. 
for expenses incurred by the plaintiffs in convening a 
meeting under the provisions of the Public Health Act, 
1875. The defendants, with other inhabitants iu the town- 
ship of Sandal Magna, were desirous, in the early part of 
1878, to have the township constituted a local government 
district, and entereé into a bond, binding themselves, in 
the event of a resolution to carry this intention into effeot 
not being passed at a duly convened public meeting, to pay 
the expenses incurred by the plaintiffs in calling such 
meeting. At the meeting the following resolution was 
submitted to it and carried, namely :— That it is expe- 
dient that the township of Sandal Magna, in the parish of 
Sandal Magna, in the West Riding of the county of York, 
should be constituted a local government district within 
the meaning of the Public Health Act, 1875."" A poll was 
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demanded, avd the voting being in favour of the motion, 
the plaintiff, Mr. Walker, who acted as the chairman and 
returning officer, on the 9th of April, 1878, declared the 
resolution duly passed. The usual application was upon 
this made to the Local Government Board for their con- 
sent to constitute the tuwnship into a local government 
district, and an inspector,sMr. Harrison, was sent down 
from London to make a local inquiry and _ report 
thereov. The result of this inquiry was that on 
the 8th of July, the Board, in a letter to the 
plaintiff, Mr. Walker, expressly declined to comply 
with the application, and the objects of the meeting as 
embodied in the resolution fell to the ground. The plain- 
tifls, who have incurred the expenses caused by this abor- 
tive step originated by the deferdants, now seek to recover 
them on the ground that, although the condition of the 
bond is that the defendants are only to pay the costs in- 
curred by the plaintiffs in the event of the resolution not 
being passed, yet, that looking to the whole operation of 
the statute, the words “ the resolation being duly passed,” 
must be extended to mean such resolution being carried 
jnto effect by the district being constituted, and that 
extrinsic evidence is admissible to annex incidents to the 
written instrament, when such incidents are consistent 
with the reasonable intention of the writing; that the 
only fund out of which these expenses could have been 
paid had the district been formed would have been a first 
ebarge upon the rates, and the application having failed 
it would be inequitable and a great hardship to make the 
plaintiffs who, as public officers, have no interest in the 
matter, pay the costs of these fruitless proceedings out of 
their own pockets. On the part of the defendants it is 
zontended that the words of the bond carry their liability 
zo further than the non-passing of the resolution by the 
neeting, and the resolution having been declared duly 
passed by tke plaintiffs, the bond is satisfied. The de- 
fendants have, in fact, done that for which, if they had 
not succeeded, they alone would have become liable, and 
there being no funds out of which these expenses can be 
met, is a cass omissus in the statute with which the de- 
fendants have no concern. Iam of opinion that in this 
case the well-known rule of the common Jaw must apply, 
namely, that evidence cannot be admitted to add to, sub- 
tract from, or alter or vary any description of written 
contract. The terms of the contract in this case are ex- 
press. The defendants say if you, the plaintiffs, who are 
eburchwardenr, will convene a public meeting, and the 
resolution which we will submit to it is not passed, we will 
old you harmless as to the expenses not exceeding £50. 
No mention is made of any subsequent proceedings beyond 
the passing of the resolution, nor is there any provision 
made in the event of the resolution so passed not being 
earried into effect. All that the defendants have con- 
tracted for is that the resolntion shall pass, and, in the 
event of failure, they will, within the limit of £50, pay the 
costs incurred of convening the meeting. To make them 
Kable on the failure in carrying out the objects of the 
promoters of the meeting to pay the costs of the prelimi- 
nary stages, costs expressly limited by the statate to 
passing a resolution, would be to introduce a new liability 
which was not within the contemplation of either party to 
the bond at the time it was made. It is no docbt a case 
of great hardship upon the plaintiffs, who, as public 
officers, have no choice in the matter, but must, when 
security is givep, incur costs in which they have no per- 
soval interest, and for the repayment of which, by a casus 
omissus in the statute, there is no fund, under the circum- 
atances of such cases as the present, out of which they can 
be repaid ; but it would be equally hard upon the defend- 
auts, who have done all they contracted to do, and all that 
the statatecalled uponthem to do—namely, to become liable 
only in the event of the ratepayers negativing a resolution 
that the townsbip in question should be constituted a local 
government district, within the Public Health Act, 1875. 
Holding this view free from any doubt, there must be a 
verdict for the defendants. 
Wainwright, who appeared for the defendants, asked for 
eoste, which were granted, 
Mr. Walker, on behalf of himself and co-plaintiff, ap- 
plied for leave to appeal, and his Honour granted leave. 
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Leqislatiow of the Weck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
MAY 29.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bitts.—Church Fenton, Cawood, and Wistow 
Railway, Liverpool United Tramways and Omnibus Com. 
any. 
— Suppty or Drink on CREDIT. 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Curtpren’s Dancrrous PERFORMANCES, 


BILL READ A THIRD TIME, 
Hazirvat Drunkarps. 
MAY 30.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 
Private Buitts.—Warringion Corporation, Ilkely Gas, 
Swindon, Marlborough, and Andover Railway, Thames 
and Severn Canal, Norwich Improveinent, Aire and Calder 
Navigation, Imperial Continental Gas Association, South- 
Eastern Railway, Metropolitan Railway, Rotherham 
Borough, Southwark and Deptford Tramways, Mirfield Gas, 
Crystal Palace District Gas, London Bridge, Taff Vale 
Railway. 
West Inp1a Loans. 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitits.—Edwards’s Estate, Merionethshire Rail- 
way, Millwall Dock (Amendments). 
DisquaLiricaTion BY Mepicat RELier. 
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‘Saturday .. 2 {Aas sums, & gen. 


pa. 

jeer ne | mots?’ 

w remaining pets , 

Thurely 7( adj. sums, & gen- 

Friday ..., &) P® 

¥.B.—The days, if any, on which 
the Master of the Roils shali 


Monday .... 4 
Tuesday... 5 


OF JUSTICE. 
DIVISION, 


engaged inthe Court of Appeal 
are excepted. 

Causes and actions in which wit- 
nesses are to be examined be- 
fore the court will be taken on 
Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and 
Thursdays, and causes and ac- 
tions without witnesses will be 
taken on Mondays; but when 
the list of causes and actions 
without wit is exhaust 
causes and actions with wit- 
nesses will be taken on Mondays 
also. 

Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the paper. 

Unopposed_ petitions must be 
presented, and copies left with the 
secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturdays 
on which it is intended they 
should be heard; and any cause 
intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in 
the cause-book at least one clear 
day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard, 
and the necessary papers must 
be left in court with the 








judge's otlicer the day before 
the cause is to be put in the 
paper. 

V.C. 3im RICHARD MALINS. 


a At Lincoln’s-inn, 
uesday,Juni0..Mots. & gan. pa. 
Wednesday..11 asa 
Tharsday ..12 General paper. 

, Sht. causes, pets. 
Friday .... ad ee ap. . 
‘Bat., .oee.. 14 Adj. sums. & gen 

a. 


Monday .... * 

Tuesday ....!7 > General paper. 
Wednesday Is) 

Thursday ..19..Motns. & gen, pa. 


me og J Sht. caus., pets. 
Friday ....20 \e gen. pa. ' 


Saturday ..21 _ sums, & gen 


Monday .....23 

Tuesday....24 > General paper. 

Wednesday..25 

Thursday ..26..Mots. & gen. pa, 
> § Sht. caus., pets. 

Friday ....27 {gre caus» Peta. 


Saturday ..28 oa sums. & gen. 


Monday....30 

Tuesday,July1 General paper. 

Wednesday..2 

Thursd..... 3..Mots. & gen. pa. 
Sht. causes, pets. 

Friday .... 4 Fs gen. pa. , 








Saturday .. 5 Dm sums. & gen. 
| Monday.... 

Tuesday.... 8 cenera paper. 

Wednerday. 


Thursday 10. -Motns & gen. pa, 
A Short causes, pets, 

Priday «24.11 { Snore a 

Saturday ..12 — suns & gen. 

Monday....14 

Tuesday....15 } General paper. 

Wednesday,.16 

Thurd 17...... Motns. & gen. pa, 





Sht. causes, petns. 
Fridey ....18 {: oo 


Saturday ..19 og sums & gen. 


Monday....31 

Tuesday....22 > General paper. 
Wednesday..23 

Tharsday ..24..Mots. & gen. pa. 
Friday ....25 je caus., pets, & 
Saturday ..26 pe Adj. sums. & gen. 
Monday ....28 

Tuesday ..29}> General paper 
Wednesday. 30 

Thursday ..31..Motns & gen pa. 
Friday, Aug. 1 


Saturday ....2 Remaining mot:., 





prea i 4 5 remaining pets., 

Wedemen’ g( adj- sums., and 
y 

Thursday ., 7 )8°2- Pa 

Friday .... 8 


Except such days as the illness of 
the Vice-Chancellor may pre- 
vent his sitting. 

Any cause intended to be 
heard asa short cause must be so 
marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper 
to be so heard, and the neces- 
sary papers must be left in 
court with the judge’s officer 
the day betore the cause is to 
be put into the paper. 


V. C. Stn JAMES BACON, 
At Lincoln’s-inn. 
Motns., adj. sums. 
Tuesday Junld {z gen. pa. 
Wednesday 11 
— se 12 
13 


Friday,.... 

Saturday wir 4 | cede Cams, 
Monday e.16..In Bankruptcy. 
Wetmting.. = } General paper. 
Thurs., ....19 Motns, _ sums, 
Friday ....20. bt ill 
Saturday ...21 oo oa 
Monday ....23...In Bankruptcy. 
Weanesiay. =} General paper. 
Thursday ..26 os —~ sums. 
Friday.... 27..General paper. 
Saturday.. as f anes = — 
Monday....30...In Bankruptcy. 


Tuesday,Julyt 
Wednesday ne) } General paper. 
motns. aij. sums. 


Thurs...... 3{t = 
Friday .... 4..General paper 
Sat 58 Petns.,sht. caus.& 
essere DD gen, pan 
Monday.... : 7..In Bankruptcy. 


General paper. 


Tuesday .. 
Wedsdy .. 9} General paper. 
Thursday ~.10 = sums, 


Friday ....11.-General paper. 

9 § Pets. sht. causes 
Saturday ..12 Papen pe. ’ 
awe gg ate -In Bankruptcy. 
‘Tuesday.. 
Wednesday. = é { General paper. 
Thursday ..17 gon - oom 
Friday ..«-18,,General parer. 
Saturday .. 19 ee sht, causes 
Monday ....21..1n Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday....2 . : 
Wednesday. 33} General paper. 

) Motns.adj. sums., 


Thursday . © } and gen. pa. 


Friday ....25..Genera! paper. 

. Pets., sht. causes, 
Saturday ..26 & gen. pa. 
Monday...... 28..1n Bankuptcy. 
Tuesday. Ti97 

Wednesday..30 ) General ri 
Thursday ..31 { otas en 
Friday Aug 1!..General paper. 
Saturday .. 2 
Monday ....4 
Tuesday.... 5 
Wednesday.. 6 
Thursday .. 7 
Friday...... 8 





Remaining mots., 
remaing pets., & 
adj, sums, 





Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the Paper. 

Any cause intended to be 
heard as a short cause must be 
so marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be putinthe paper to 
be so heard, and the neces- 
sary papers must be left in 
court with the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause 1s to 
be put into the paper. 


V.C. Sir CHARLES MALL. 
At Lincoln’s-inn, 
Tuesday Junl0..Motas. & gen.pa. 
Weinastey 12} General paper. 
Friday,....13.. Pets & gen pa. ® 
{ Sht. caus., adj, 
Sa:urday ..]4 )sams., & gen. pa. 
Monday....16 
Tuesday....17 > General paper. 
Wedn: sday..18 
Thursday "..19..Mota, & gen. pa. 
Friday .....20..Pets. & gen. pa. — 
Sht. causes, ad 
Saturday ..21 pol & gen. oo 
Monday ....23 
Tuesday....24 
Wednesday. 25 
Thors, .... 26..Motns, &gen pa 
Friday ....27..Pets, & gen. pa. 
— oa fSht. caus., adj. 
Gutartay ..3 poe & gen. pa. 
Monday . 


30 
TuesdayJuly i General paper. 
Wednoes,.... 2 
Thursday .. 3..Mots. & gen. pa. 
Friday .... 4..Petus. & gen. - 
‘ Sht. caus., adj. 
Saturday .. sums., & gen. pa. 
Monday -... 7 


Tuesdy . 

Wednesday 9 
Thurs. .... 10..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday ....J1..Pets, & Gen. pa. 


Snt. caus,, adj 
Saturday ..12 sums. & gen. pa. 
Mon., «sold 


Tuesday “3 General paper. 

Wedsdy.. 

Thrady ....37..Motns, & gen. pt. 

Friday ....18..Petns & gen. = 
(Sht. caus., adj. 

Saturday +19) sums. & gen. pa. 

Monday ....21 


Tuesday....22 > General paper. 

Wednesday..23 

Thursday ..24..Mtns.& gen, p*. 

Friday --25..Pets. & gen ~, 
eg Sht. causes, adj. 

Saturday ..26 poco gen pa. 

Monday ....23 

Tuesday.... ~ General paper. 

Wednesd ay.. 

Tharaday . 








General paper. 


: General paper. 


“31_.Mots. & gen. pa. 

Remaining peti- 
Friday, Aug 1 jens, remaining 

mots.,&adj.sums. 
Sht. caus., re- 
maining. pets.,re- 
maining motas., 
& adj. sums. 


Saturday .. 2 


Monday .... 4 
Tuesday.... 5] Remaining pets., 
3 }remaiving moras, 
‘ 
8 


Wedoesday,. 6 
& adj. sums. 


Toursdiy 

Friday .... 

Further Conside rations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paser in priority to Orginal 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the Pap-r. 

Any cause intended to be heard as 
a Short Cause must be so 
marked in the Cause Book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put iu the paper to 
be so heard, and the necessary 
papers n ust be leftin court with 
the judge’s officer tne day before 
the cause is to bs put into tue 
paper. 





Ma. Justice FRY. 
At Linco!n's-inn. 
{ Motns, pets., sh 
Tuesday Junl0 } causes, aajd. sum 
and fur cous 
Wednesday : 


Thureday . 
Friday hae 


General paper . 
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Remaining motns, 
Saturday ..14 adjd. sums, & fc 
Monday]....16..aAdjd, sumus & fc 
Tuesday....17 
Wednesday. 18 General paper. 


Thursday ..19 
Motns, pets., sht. 
Friday ....20 ~ men 
c 


>) § Remaining motns 
Saturday ..2! | acjd. sums., & fe 
Monday ....23..Adji. sums., &f c 
Tuesday....2 
Wednesday .25 General piper. 
Thurs ‘ay ..26 
Motns., pets., sht. 
Friday ....27 J eames, adjdsums, 
&fc 
oa § Remaining motos, 
Satarday ..23 { adjd. sumns., & fc 
Moniay ....39..Adjd. sumns & fc 
Tuesday July! 
Wednesday. 2} Genera paper. 
Thursday .. 3 
Motns., pets., sht. 
Friday .... 4 {canes adjd sums, 
&fe 


{ Remaining motns, 
Saturday .. 5 ladji. sums., & f ¢ 
Monday .... 7..Avji. sumns. & fc 
Tuesday .... 8 
Wednesday ..9} General r. 
Thursday 34 — 
Motns, petns, sht. 





Remaining motns, 
Saturday .. 12 er 1, sums,, & fe 
Monday -...14..Adjd, sumns. & fc 
Tuesday ..15 
Wednesday. 16 > General paper. 
Thursday ..17 

Motns., pets., sht. 
Friday ....18 {cases aja sums, 
¢c 


Remaining motns, 
Satarday 19 { sums, &fc 


Monday ....21,.Adjd. samns. & fc 
Tuesday....22 
Wednesday. 23} General paper. 
Thursday ..24 

Motns., pets., sht. 
Friday .0..25 § causes, adji sums, 

lete . 

Remaining motns, 
Saturday ..26 aor, sums., & fc 
Monday ....28,.Aojd. sums. & f 
Tuesday.... 
Wednestay 30% Genera! papar. 
Thursday.. 31 

Motn., pets., sht. 
Friday, Aug } — adjd sums, 

¢c 


4 Remaining motns, 
Saturday .. 2 {raya sums., &f c 
Monday.... 4,.Acji. sums. & fc 
Tuesday.... 

Wednesday . 6} General paper, 
Thursday .. 7 
Remiining motns, 


enee Si remaining petns., 


Friday ....11 Jansen a3 sums, | Friday 
&fic ‘ ad sumns., & fc 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
ORDER oF CoURT. 
Thursday, May 29, 1879. 

Whereas by an order dated the 24th of February, 1879, I 
did in consequence of the state of health of the Honourable 
the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins, being such as tem- 
porarily to prevent his sitting in court, or ir. chambers, order 
and direct that all causes and matters which had been as- 
signed to and were then pending before the said Vice-Chan- 
cellor should for all purposes be transferred, until further 
order, to the Honourable Sir Edward Fry, one of the judges 
of the Supreme Court, attached to the Chancery Division of 
the High Court of Justice, to be heard and disposed of by 
him, so far and to such extent as he should consider neces- 
sary or expedient. And whereas the state of health of the 
said Vice-Chancellor continues such as to prevent him from 
at present resuming his sittings, and it is expedient to make 
farther provision with respect to certain causes and matters 
that have subsequently been assigned to the said Vice-Chan- 
cellor. Now I, the Right Honourable Hugh McCalmont 
Earl Cairos, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do order 
that all causes and matters which since the said 24th day of 
Febrnary, 1879, have been assigned to the said Honourable 
the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins, and are now pend- 
ing before him, be in like manner and for all purposes 
transferred until further order to the Honourable Sir Edward 
Fry, to be heard and disposed of by him, so far and to such 
extent as he shall consider necessary or expedient. And 
this order is to be drawn up by the registrar and set uo in 
the several offices of the Chancery Division of the High 
Court cf Justice. Catrys, C. 





Mippiesex.—Terniry Srrrine, 1879. 


Tais list contains all actions entered in Qaeen’s Bench, Com- 
mon Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, in which notice of trial 
bas been given; and also all actions ia the Chancery Division, 
in which notice has been given of trial before a judge and jury, 
up to and including 11th of June, 1879. 

LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 
QB 1 Woolf (R and E Bastard) v Harris and Co (A Pulbrook) 
Ex 2 Hickey (Belfrage and M) v Montefiore (Lewis and Lewis) com 


Q B 2 Creed (A J Marray) v Millett (Roscoe, H and $) com 
Q B 4 Brown (Merriman, M and Co) v Elkington and ors (Lumley 
and L) corn 
C P 5 Wilbraham (Chapman, T and B) v The Maritime Passengers 
and Mariners Insurance Co, limd (Harrisons and Sons) 
stayed 
Q B 6 Sawbridge and anr (N Bennett) v Ragar (Walker and Co) 
@ & 7 Benjamin (J Frost) v Litten (F A Lewty) com 
QB % Benjamin (M Abrahams and R) v Higginbottom (F T Dubois) 
com AS 
Q & 9 Hallward (C B Hallwarl) v Blandford and ors (C J Curtis and 
GH K Fisher) postponed 
Q & 16 Joshua (A E Webb) + Green (Hare and F) com 





Ex 11 Palmes (Lake, B and Co) v Hope and anr (Shoubridge ang 
M) without jury, postponed 

Ex 12 Same (Same) v Beavan (Same) without jury, postponed 

Ex 13 Liwydarth Iron, &c, Co (Houghton and B) v Fearn (AS 
Jones) com 

Ex 14 Gonzalez, Byass and Co (Tamplin, T and J) v Mackenzie (§. 

oppin) com 

QB 15 Mayer (A G Ditton) v Robinson (P W Nazer) com 

Ex 16 Spiller (C E Goldring) v Baum (Evans and E) postponed 

QB 17 General Share Trust Co limd (J S Coleman) v Baum and anr 
(Same) stayed 

Ex 18 Enthoven (Collette and C) v Jacobson (GM Cooke) postponed 

CP 19 Chamberlaine (S G Ashwin) v T W Wallington (Whitaker 
and W) postponed SJ 

CP 20 Same (Same) v J Wallington (Same) postponed SJ 

Ex 21 Land N W Western Railway Co (R F Roberts) v Metropolitan 
District Railway Co (Baxter and Co) SJ 

Ex 22 Cheesewright (R P Upton) v Wells (Cunliffe, B and D) com 


Ex 23 —- (GM Cooke) v Lindley and anr (J Davies) postponed 
C P 24 Chalmers (J Whitehouse) v Chalmers (Nelson, Son and H) 
m 


co 

QB 25 Hale Macdonald War Rocket Co (R Metcalfe) v Williams and 
Son and ors (C A Swaine) stayed 

CP 26 Zoboli (T Frame) v Bettini and Wife (W F Nokes) 

CP 27 Bannatyne (Wilson, B and C) v The Western Brazilian Tele- 
graph Co, limd (Bischoff, B and B) SJ 

QB 28 Hewetson (Kynaston and G) v Whittington Life Assurance 
Co (Taylor, H and T) com 

QB 29 Bennett (W E Baxter) v England and ors (In Person, WP 
Stokes) stayed 

C P 30 Caudle (F T Newbold) v Austin (Morgan and Gilks) stayed 

Q B 31 Leader (J Aldridge) v Knight and aur (W Maynard) SJ 

B 32 Proctor (J Neal) v Dunham (Pitman and L) stayed SJ 

P 33 Fajkmajer (Norton, R N and B) v Fothergill and anr (Hole 

lams, Son and Co; Field, Roscoe and Co) stayed SJ 

x 84 Page (Hacon and T) v Kerridge (Bridges, 8 and Co) stayed 

B 35 Markwick (G Thompson) v Cortis (A 8 Edmunds) postponed 

B 36 Moody and anr (Lewis and Lewis) v Fisher (J Donague) 

x 37 King and Co (Rollitt and Sons) v Mayor, &c, of Leamington 

(H Tyrrell) stayed 

Ex 38 Champion (Duignan and 8) v Walter (Purkis and P) com 

QB 39 — (Snell and G) v Copestake (Mercer and M) stayed 
8 


QB 40 Markwick (G Thomson) v Redford and ors (Ravenscroft, H 
and W) stayed 
Ex 41 Watson and ors (J H Douglas) v Hodgson (Learoyd, L and 


P) SJ 
CP 42 =e (Dillon Webb, K and Co) v Hester (Beaumont and. 


) 

C P 43 Wood (G H Finch) v Great Eastern Railway Co (C A Cur- 
wood) stayed SJ 

Ex 44 Lea, trading, &c (Lewin and Co) v Lady Howard de Walden 
(Cutler and Co) postponed 

CP 45 Treadwin (W R Philp) v Nunn (J D Blake) postponed 

CP 46 Funge and anr (J H Child) v Same (Same) postponed 

CP 47 Cuyas y Sampere (Tilleard, Gand H) vy MacAndrew and Co 

Kearsey, Son and H) com SJ 

Ex 48 Drax (Byrne and Lucas) v Dixon (H C Weld) SJ 

Ex 49 Aston (C O Newman) v Foster (W T Hamlin) stayed 

Ex 50 Pannell (J Goren) v Nunn (J D Blake) postponed 

C P 51 MacFarland (Ashurst, M, C and Co) v Muter (Keen and R) 8J 

Q B 52 Taylor (Hurford and T) v Batten (Waltons, B and W) com8J 

C P 53 Davies and - (Nickinson, P and N) v Nunn (Blake and W) 

ostponec 

QB 54 St James’s Bank, limd (Vallance and V) v Crowe (W R Philp). 

Ex 55 McGregor (W Ely) v Tinkerand anr (Rollit and Son) stayed 

QB 56 Henty and Sons (Ravenscroft, H and W) v Westwood (W 
Rawlins) postponed} 

Q B 57 Deane (Lewis and Lewis) v, Meredith (T Ellerton) stayed SJ 

Ex 58 Taylor and ors (R 8 Taylor and Sons) v Smith and anr 
(Brandons) postponed 

Ex 59 Carter (Wilkins, B and F) v Carter (J H Lydall) 8J 

C P 60 The London. Brighton and South Coast Railway Co (Norton, 
R and Co) v Garrett aud ors (H Sheppard) postponed 


[or =) 


Hoot 


8 

Q B 61 Barratt and Wife (R H B Macmullen) v Jefferson and Wife 
(A G Underwood) 

Ex 62 Baylis (f H Neal) v Metropolitan Inner Cirle Completion 
Railway Co (Newman, 8 and H) 8J 

QB 63 The Commissioners of the Admiralty (Hare and F) v Union 
Steam Ship Co (Hollams, Son and Co) com 8J 

C P 64 Coleman (Campbell, Rand Co) v Guigues (EK D Lewis) stayed 

Ex 65 McQueen, Executor of Davis (Mackeson, T and A) v Symonds 
(A Wells) SJ 

Ex 66 Wassman (R Martin) v Culliford (Hollams, Son and Co) com 

Ex 67 Same (Same) v General Iron Serew Collier Uo, limd (Same) 
com 

QB 63 Hamley (Longcroft and M) v Crump (Evans and £) 

Q B 60 Same (Same) v Same (Same) to be tried together 

Ex 70 Tattershall (Singleton and T) v Bedford (Bellamy and 8) 
stayed 

Ex 71 Pardue (Kynaston aad G) v Seagrim (W Rawlins) postponed 

Ex 72 i (H © Barker) v De la Rue and ors (Wilson, B 
and C) Sd 

Ex 73 The Mayor, &c, of Carlisle (Kf Wand W B James) v The Lan- 
caster and Carlisle Railway Co (R F Roberts) without jury 

QB 74 Lewis (Lewis and L) v Morris (Belfrage and M) 8J 

CP 75 Fowler and ors (Wilson, B and C) v Alison (Thompson and 
D) without jury 

Q B 76 Brown (A R Steele) v Allfrey (Routh, 8 and ©) postponed 

QB 77 Brandon and anr (G 8 and H Brandon) v Bowles (Harrisons 
Band H) #J 

Ex 78¥arley (W A Greatorex) v Saunders (Chapple and Co) 

Ex 79 Thornton (R Hewlett) v Francia (J P pre 

Ex 80 Chilvera (O W Oakes) v Cogswell and anr (P G Rashleigh 5. 
W Hicks) 


Se BER2SRF 


aa 
3 35 SSrRRr 
22 
Swe 


& 107 Shet 

R) 
Ir 108 Vine 
QB 109 Villa 


cor 
QB ilo wt 
QB lll Sam: 


QB 112 Sam: 
(P 113 Gask 


08 117 Shin 
k 1s Stile: 
i 119Cutb 
kk 10 Godf 


Ry 
QB 121 Selki 
CP 123 Whit 
k Bw Driv 
cP 124 Le T. 
& 135 Buck 
CP 26 Hook 


(J 1 
& 17 Rich: 


TP M8 Baxt 
4 and 
(? Mt Thon 


C) 
(3.6 Capit 


8 
CP M6 Verr 
(? 47 Mart 
Q3 Ms Clap: 
03.9 Elka 
NB Dow: 
& Gl Hurl 

God 
CP 182 Stan 





L) 
Ne 18 Hook 
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gL Stubbs (Yeo and Warner) v Ashton (Bennett, D and B) SJ QB 158 Faulkner (G J Robinson) v Smith and ors (Plews, I and H} 

Ex g2 Clunes (Pattison, W and Co) v Tennant (Gregory, R and Co) SJ 

s 93 Pearson (C Mossop) v Gardner (Field, 8 and Co) stayed QB 169 Hurst (A R Steele) v Rumford (Dod and L) 

Ex 34 De Natoye (W Eley) v Goodacre (W Woodall) postponed Ex 160 Kaye and Co (R Hewlett) v Moss (Doyle & Sons) 

= 95 Shepherd (J G Dalzell) v Francis (Fladgate, S and F) Q B 161 Russell (Nash and F) v Watson (H P Richards) 

54 96 Prescott (Bowker, P B and C) v Samborne (Gedge, K and M) QB 162 Tucker (Courtenay and C) v Fisher (Bristow and 8) 

Q SJ C P 163 Carlton (Horne and H) v Saunders (Chapple W and C} 

op si Kerr (Walker, W and B) v Campbell (Gush and Co) SJ SJ 

QP Thomas and Wife (J B May) v London and South Western | QB 164 Moore (Morley and S) v Havers (Duffield and B) 
Railway Co (H Hall) C P 165 Vincent (R Beale) v Snellgrove (Stocken and J) 

OP 9 Gubb (Noon and C) v London and North Western Railway | Ex 166 Topping (Duffield and B) v Irlam and Co (Pritchard, E 
Co (R F Roberts) 8. a C 


and Co 
Ex 167 Dicks (Scott and B) v Compressed Tea Co, limd (E Andrews) 
CP 168 Lewis, Secy, &c (Barnard and Co) v Harris (W Beck) 
CP 169 Paine (G M Wetherfield) v Hay (Walker, B and Co) 
Ex 170 Gouvill (G B Howard) v Layton (Lewis and L) 
CP iz7l —— (L Davis) v Charles Reynolds and Co (C Sawbridge) 


QB 172 Gibbs (G Crafter) v Devenish (R Bridger) 

Ex 173 Jackson (C E yey v Knight (T D Dutton) ST 

QB 174 Wingrove (Nash and F) v Kettlewell (G H Oliver) 

Ex 175 Welch (H Pook and Son) v Ure and wife (Palmer, E and N} 

Chy 176 Adams (Cottman and C) v Griffin (J Edel!) 

Ex 177 Lister (H H Hughes) v Arnold (J Pettengill) 

Ex 178 Peal (Hamlin and G) v Vosper (In Person) 

C P 179 D’Avigdor (Futvoye, F and Co) v Labouchere and ors 
(Lewis and L) §S. 

C P 180 Olorenshaw (T W Palmer) v Ebben (R Rumney) 

Ex 181 Buckland, trading, &c (F R Coote) v Scales andanr (Chap- 
man and B) 

Ex 182 Hayward (Elwes and 8) v Clarke (Lewin and Co) 

CP 183 Ray (H W Chatterton) v Ashley (Gush and P) 

QB 184 Duke of Bedford (E Mirams) v Tripplin (Singleton and T) 

C P 185 Newman (H Dinn) v South Eastern Ry Co (W R Stevens) 

Ex 186 May (E Kimber) v The Great Northern Ry Co (Nelson, 


Band N) S. 
C P 187 Taylor (C V Lewis) v Mitchinson (B Gray) 
(To be continued.) 


J 
n (Chester and Co) v Ruffell (Belfrage and M) to be 

Bx Wier Oy Baron Pollock 
GP glove (H T Chambers) v Hartridge (Hughes, H and Co) SJ 
OP McLeod (T S Wills) v National Provincial Bank of England 

and anr (Wilde, B M and W) SJ 
op #Humphreys (Markby, W and B) v Blyther and anr (H J and 

T Chi 


SJ 
op # Bouchard (Willoughby and Cox) v Willsmer (Reep, Land 
Co) SJ 


Southwell (J G Joyce) v Scotter (J L Banks) without jury 
QPS Russell and anr (Taylor, H and T) v Nunn (Blake and W) 
tponed 
gpa Jackson and Wife (Wynne, B and R) v Heard (J Funston) 
QB 93 Brandon and anr (In Person) v Harrison and ors (In Person) 
8 


fr @Tudor and anr (H Tudor) v Durrant (Duffield and B) 

¢P1# Dorking Grey Stone Lime Co, limd (J Edell) v Hack and ors 
(Saffery and Co) stayed 

¢P 101 Cowley (F Scott) v Booth (Rye and C) stayed SJ 

¢P —— ue and L) v Beavan, trading, &c (J A and H 

‘arnfiel¢ 

(P 108 Willoughby Bros (Surr, G and B) v Commercial Steamship 
Co, limd (J Sheppard) 8J 

ik aed (Plunkett and L) v Ellen (Austen, De Gex and H) 
sta; 

kk 1065 Brena (Keene and M) v Burgess (G H K and G A Fisher) 

Q3 106 Maxwell (Linklater and Co) v Barnard (Ef Newman) SJ 

(P 107 Sheffield and anr (Boxall and B) v Bluck (M Abrahams and 





R) 
ix 108 Vincent (W Bohm) v Hornby (W T Ricketts) 


QB 100 Villa (M Abrahams and R) v Saint Antoine (King and P) SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 





June 9.—Messrs. Exits & Son, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., freehold 
and leasehold properties (see advertisement, May 31, page 4). 

June 11.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & BovusFisup, at the Mart, at 
2 p.m., freehold properties (see advertisement, May 10, page 6). 

June 11.—Mr. F. SratHam Hopson, at the Mart, at2 p.m., 
leasehold property (see advertisement, May 24, page 4). 

June 11.—Mr. Epmunp W. RicHarpson, at the Mart, at 2 
p.m., freehold and leasehold properties (see advertisement, 
this week, page 5). 

June 11.—Mr. Epwin Smrru, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., freehold 
and leasehold properties (see advertisement, May 10, page 4). 

June 12.—Messrs. C. C. & T. Moore, at the Mart, at 1 p.m., 
freehold and leasehold estates (sea aivertisement, this 
week, page 6). 


com 
B10 Henning and anr (Thompson and D) v Mills (Simpson and 
C) stayed 


QB 111 Same (Same) v Smerden (J H Lamb) stayed 

QB 112 Same (Same) v Dimmock (Same) 

(P 13 Gask (J B May) v Nunn (Blake and W) 

QB 114 Watson (Lewis and L) v ‘Tennent (Ellis, M and Co) SJ 

(P 115 Hargrave (C J Cole) v Wilkins (J E Lickfold) 

fr 16 Taylor and ors (Paterson, S and B) v Blowes (Beaumont 
and B) stayed 

QB 17 Shingleton (W E Duncan) v Nokes (8S H Behrend) 

k 118 Stiles (Lewin and Co) v Dangell (Doveton, 8 and B) 

fk 119Cutbush (Venn and W) v Rendall (‘T H Strangways) 

k Godfrey and Wife (R F Austin) v London and 8-Western 
Ry Co (M H Hall) SJ 

(3 121 Selkirk (R and E Bastard) v Watkins (Farnfields) 

(? 122 Whiting (C J Cole) v Briden (W H Orchard) 

kk 13 Driver (Evans and E) v Wastell (C Butcher) 

{? 124 Le Touzel (J Pullen) v Roy and anr (In Person) SJ 

& 1% Buckingham (G Hancock) v Isgate (Cordwell and T) 

¢? 1% Hook (Lewis and Co) v London, Chatham and Dover Ry Co 
(J White) 

i 7 Richardson (Willoughby and Cox) v Perkins (F Richardson 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
Juns 5, 1879. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent, Consols, 974 Annuitias, April, "85, 9§ 
Ditto for Acucunt, July 2, 974 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Lo. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 47 | Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct.22 pm. 
Now 3 per Conv., 97 | Ditto, £500, Do, 22 pm. 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, ’¥4 | Ditto, 2100 & £3¢v, 22 pm. 
Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stoce, 2624 
Annuities, Jan, "80 | Ditte for Account. 
! 


an 
{P18 Barrington (W Hicks) v Young ana anr (Dupree, A and 


0 

(PB Wares (Dillon Webb and W) v West Surrey Water Co 
(Wyatt H and H) 8J 

{? 180 Rymill (Tf S Ashwin) v Kingsley (W Scadding) SJ 

(? Bl White (Peckham, M and P) v British Equitable Assurance 
Co (H Gover) 

¢3 18 Pratt (R andé Bastard) v Love and anr (G@ C Winckworth) 

& 18 Tanes (NS E Steinberg) v Harrison and Terram (Farn- 
fields) 

iz 184 Same (Same) v Morrison and Austin (T R Watson) 

& 15 Nightingall (W O Reader) vy Rowlands (H Windybank) 

? 88 Fox (Kisch, Son and H) v Pretty and ors (R and A Russell) 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


Paid. Closing Price. 









































? 187 Same (Same) v Same (Same) 2nd action | Railways. 
2318 Key (L Lewis) v Gibson (W R Preston) —-"' —_—- —- 
& 189 Russell (W T Child) vy London and South-Western Ry Co | Stock|Bristol and Exeter ............ asin sniantall pint wae on 
% (M H Hall) Stock Caledoni ooneee eeeeeee ; 100 102 
& 140 Heap (C Mossop) v Hesketh (Lewis and L) SJ Stock |Glasgow and South-Western ... | 100 S4 
'? Ml Walton (Leathes and M) v Harrison (W Rawlins) Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 100 60} 
('P M2 Tullock (J J Watts) v Bowerman (Collette and C) SJ Stock Great Northern ........cccsssesees | 700 122 
? 8 Baxter and ors (Baxter and Co) vy Ashworth (Matthews Stock; Do., A Stock*.. PATI LIS 100 tx.3 
3 and G) without jury Stock Great Southern and Westeru of Ireland 100 119 
‘? M4 Thomas, trading, &c (Lucas and Co) v Tennant (Darley and | Stock Great Western—Original ............ce008 100 97 
a. O Stook Lancashire and Yorkshire ............. 2 | 100 124 
{316 Capital and Counties Bank (Nash and F) yv Henty and | Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast... too bs 
€: Sons (Robinson P and Co) 8J Stock London, Chatham, and Dover ......... tao 25} 
(? M6 Vorrall (Renshaw and R) v Cleaver (Tilleard, G and H) Stock |London and North-Western ... 100 1433 
3 4 pevtian (Pc ele —_ * vA Bay cD = _ °) S ) Stock ‘London and South Western 134g 
Claperede (M Webb and Son) v Davis and anr (J M Green Stock |Mane ; ‘ inecola ... lou 7 
{3.69 Elkan (Same) v Elkington (G J Jennings) Stoox | eas a sce on 100 Lit 
Bi Dowsett (Same) v King (Brook and C) Stock! Do., District ..... Sen 100 65$ 
& Gl Hurley (WT Ricketts) ¥ N Metropolitan Tram Co (H © | Stock Midland... 100 127g 
. Godtray) 84 ‘ Stock |North British 100 Ld 
?182 Stanham (Wild, B and B) v Walton and anr (Pitman and | Stock |North Eastern 100 18s} 
L) Stock | North Lond ; 100 162 
{B18 Hook (H G Smith) v Butt and ors (Digby and J) Stock |North Staffordshire. 100 53 
x Ui Jay (J R Bailey) v Woolf (‘T Whitwell) Stock South Devon dee 1 100 _ 
ce 45 Togwell (W Medcalf) v Burgess (Ff Beall) Stock South-Eastern — ey AUS ER 100 nz 


: Airey (T Noton) v Byford (J Plaskett) 
387 Brice (Harrison, B and H) v Hecla Fire Insurance Cor- 
poration, Fry garnishee (Chester and Co) 








* A receives no dividead uati 6 per cent, has been paid to B, 
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INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
€nd.Stk.,5 per C.,July, 80,102} xd, Enf.Pr.5§ perCent., May, 81 


Ditto for Account, — | Ditto Debertures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oot. 88, 104} | April, 64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,tperCent. | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2nd Enf.Pr., 5 per C.,Jan.’72 | Ditto, ditto, under £1000 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS, 

ATTENBOROUGH.—May 30, at Napoleon Villa, Wellington- 
road, N.W., the wife of Walter A. Attenborough, barrister- 
at-law, of a Caughter. 

Davies.—June 2, at 1, Bedford-terrace, Streatham, the wife of 
W. Cowell Davies, Esq., barrister-at-law of a daughter. 

KARTSHORNE.—June 2, at Iver, the wife of Bertram Fulke 
Hartshorne, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

PEARSON.—May 28, at Barrow-in-Furness, the wife of Henry 
Garenciéres Pearson, solicitor, of a daughter. 

TEMPLER.—June 3, at Holm Cottage, Harrow, the wife 
of Frederick Gordon Templer, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

Toovey.—May 29, at 7, Granville-road, Southfields, S.W., 
the wife of Henry E. Toovey, solicitor, of a daughter. 

DEATHS. 


DILLon- WeEs.—June 2, at 23, Grosvenor-mansions, Victoria, 
8.W., George Dillon-Webb, aged 54. 

Ruicyes.—June 2, at Ore, Hastings, Alfred Smith Riches, 
solicitor, of Cambridge, aged 69. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 


Faipay, May 30, 1879. 
Limited tn CHANCERY, 

Drenfield Silkstone Coal Company, Limited.—The M.R. has, by an 

® crder dated May 9, appointed lIhecdore Brooke Jones, Finsbury 

circus, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before 

June 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 

their debts or claims, to the above. Menday, July 14 at 11 is ap- 

pointed for hearirg and adjudicating upon the ¢ebts and claims 

Engiebouine Slate Querries, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed June 10 at 
21 at bis chambers for the appointment of an official liquidator 

General Banking Company, Limited.—V.C. Bacon has, by an order 
dated April 9, appointed Frederick Maynard, Queen Victoria st, to 
be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before June 24, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, tothe above. Thursday, July 3 at 12, is appointed for 
hearing ard adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Indemnity Fire Office, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Monday, June 23, to send their names and addresses, and the parti- 
culars of their deots or claims, to James Watdel!, Queen Victuria st. 
Thursday, Joly 3at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 
the debts and claims 

Taylor’s Patent Sexing Machine Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up presented May 29, directed ty be heard before the M.R. 
on June 14. Hiliearysand Taylor, Fenchurch baildings, solicitors 
for the petitioners 

County PaLatine or Lancaster. 

Commercial Mills (Blackvurn) Company, Limited.—Petition for wind- 
ing up presented May 15, directed to be heard before the V.C. at Stone 
buildings, Lircoin’sinn, on Monday, June 16. Gill and Archer, 
Liverpool, solicitors for the petitioners 

Rhoden Spinning and Manufacturing Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up presented May 21, directed to be heard before the V.C. 
at Stone buildings, Lincoln's inn, on Monday, June 16 at 10.30. 
Houghton and Myers, Preston, solici'ors for the petitioners 

Toxteth trewery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up pre- 
sented May 26, directed to be heard before the V.C. at Stone build- 
ings, Lincoln’s inn, on Monday, June 16, Etty, Liverpool, solicitor 
for the petitioners 


Tuespay, June 3, 1879, 
Limitep ts Caancery. 
British and Foreign Fire Office, Limited —By an order made by the 
M.R., dated May 24, it was ordered that the office he wound up. 
Pettengill, Walbrook, sulicitor for the petitioners. 


Cassel Tramway Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Hall, 


dated May 23, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Koy 
and Cartwright, Lothbury, solicitors for the petitioner 

Lydgate Spinning Company, Limited.—By un order made by the 
M R., dated May 24, it was ordered that the company be wound up. 
Johnson and Weatheralls, King’s Bench walx, Inner Temple, agents 
for Clegg, Oldham, solicitor for the petitioner 

Phonix Coemical Works, Limited.—By an order made bythe M.R., 
dated May 24, it was ordered that the works be wound up. Best and 
Co, Essex at, Strand, solicitors for the petitioner 

Bate Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented May 29, 
directed to be heard betore the M.R. on June 14. Ellis and Co., 
& Swithin’s lane, solicitors for the petitioners 

Skerne Iron Works Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
M.E., dated May 24, it was ordered that the company be wound up, 
and that William Harding, appointed provisiona!ly official liquidator, 
be continued until an official liquidator be appointed. Jarvis, Chan- 
cery lane, agent for Hatchinson and Lucas, Darlington, solicitors 
for the petitioner 

Sun Coal Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented May 
26, directed to be heard before the M.R. on June 14, Woodbridge 
aad Sons, Clifford’s inn, solicitors for the petioners 








Taylor’s Patent Sewing Machine Company, Limited.—Petition for 


winding up, presented May 26, directed to ba heard before V.c, 
Malins on June 13. Bridges and Co, Red Lion sq, solicitors for the - 


petitioner 

Victoria Mills Cotton Spinning and Manufacturing Company, Limited, 
—y an order made by V.C. Bacon, dated May 23, it was ordered 
that the company be wound up. Shaw and Tremellen, Gray’s ing 
sq, agents for Artindale and Artindale, Burnley, solicitors for the 
petitioners 

TvuEspAy, June 3, 1879, 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Limerick and North Kerry Junction Railway Company.—Petition for 
winding up presented May 28, directed to be heard before the M.R, 
on June 14. Meynell and Pemberton, Whitehall place, solicitors for 


the petitioner 
Friendly Societies Dissolved. 


Fripay, May 30, 1879. 
Independent Foresters’ Home and Amicable Benefit Society, Bear ang 
Ragged Staff, Michelmersh, Southampton, May 28 


TvEspay, June 3, 1879. 
Beehive Friendly Society, Beehive Inn, Prestbury, Gloucester. May29 


Créditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Clam. 
TuxEspay, May 20, 1879, 

Attwood, Frederick Lyndon, Regent st, Member Royal College of Suy. 
geons. June 20. Maddox, Pall Mall 

Barnes, Thomas, Romsey, Southamptun, Gent. June 20. Bailey ang 
White, Winchester 

Bernard, Joseph, Southampton, Esq. June 24, Green and Mobarley, 
Southampton 

Blandford, William, Southampton, Currier. June 9, Pearce and (, 
Southampton ‘ 

Copestake, Edward, Longton, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. June9, 
Adderley and Marfleet, Longton 

Davey, Peter, Torquay, Devon, Esq. June 20. Desborough and Som, 
Finsbury place South, London 

Davies, Thomas, Ashton-on-Mersey, Chester, Drysalter. June 20, Had. 
field and Williams, Manchester 

Deewra, Charles, Southampton, Hotel Keeper. Aug 16. Coxwell aad 
Os, southampton 

Edwards, George Arthur,Waratah, near Marlborough, Queensland, 
Dec 1. Wordsworth and Co, Threadneedle st, London 

Elam, Carolice, Liverpool, June 20. Bremuer and Co, Liverpool 

Gould, Thomas William, Ansfurd, Somerset. July 1. Crowder and 
Co, Lincola’s inn fields 

Grant, Sir Francis, Melton Mowbray, Kaight. July 1. White and (, 
Great Mariborough st 

Haigh, 'homas, Kirkburton, York, Gent. July 10. Learoyd and (so, 
Huddersfield 

Hall, Jane, Leamington, Warwick. July 20. Smith and Mammatt, 
Ashby-de-la-Zouch 

Harding, William, Shere, Surrey, Painter. Juue 15. Poulter, Fam 
borough Station, Hants 

Harris, Henry, Kempston, Bedford, Physician. July 1. Jelf, Birming- 


ham 

Hooper, Richard, George st, Mansion House, Advertising Agent, 
Joly 16, Mossop, Cannon sc 

Huckerby, William, Bingham, Nottingham, Gent. June4, Basset, 
Wainfleet 

Hatton, John, Norwich, Tea Dealer. June 16. Miller and Co, Nor 


wich 

Ivory, Samuel, Great Berkhampstead, Hertford, Refreshment Houw 
Keeper. June 24. Bullock, Great Berkhampsted 

Jackson, Collingwood Foster, Newcastle-on-Tyne, Merchant. July il, 
Harle, Newcastle-on-Tyne : 

Jex, Daniel, Brighton, Gent. July 10, Parker and Co, St Michaels 
alley, Cornhill, London 

Kebbell, Aan, Hove, Sussex. July 13, Clarke and Co, Brighton 

Kennard, Henry Hewitt, Rookcliff, Southampton, E:q.. Jaly 1 
Parker and Co, St Michael’s alley, Cornhill, London 

Knight, Mary, The Grove, Highgatz. Juve 16. Charles Haine, 
Cannon et, London 

Lanceley, William, Bradley, Chester, Farmer. July 1. Beswick 
Barrow Hall, near Chester 

Lee, Jonn, Lockwood, near Huddersfield, Mason. July 10. Learoyt 
and Co, Huddersfield 

Lloyd, Charies Manstield, Nine Elms, Surrey, Timber Merchant. Jame 
30. Payne, John st, Bedford row 

Lockhart, Edward, Dunstable, Bedford, Gentleman, July |. Cooke, 


Luton 

Markwell, Joshua, Henham, Essex, Farmer, June 30. Taylor, Bishop 
Storiford 

Mercer, Caroline, Coventry. May 30. Minster, Coventry 

Mercer, Seth Clarke, Broomfields, near Coventry, Watch Manufactures, 
May 30. Munster, Coventry 

Paul. Arthur, Winchester, Gentleman. June 20. Bailey and Whit, 
Winchester 

Perrett, William, Crowndale rd, Camden Town, June 30, Wrght 
and Co, Adelaide bwildings, Loudon Bridie 

Priestly, Thomas, North Bierley, York, Innkeeper. July 1. Terry 
and Robinson, Bradford 

Palleine, James, Thornton Watlass, York, Esq. Jaly 9. Rockett and 
Sons, Linco!n’s inn fields, 

Rickards, Maria, Heeston, Nottingham, June 16. Richards and 
Woodward, Nottingham 

Roberts, Abigail, Farnloy Tyas, near Huddersfield, July 10. Learoyd 
and Co, Huddersfield 

Roberts, Jonathan William, Farnley Tyas, near Huddersfield, July 
10, Learoyd and Co, Huddersficld. 

Rolis, Benjamin, sen, Melcombe Kegis, Dorset, Gentleman. Jaly 12 
Tizard and George, Melcormbe Regis 

Rylaoce, William, Salford, Lancaster, Paint Manufacturer. Aug 1% 
Boote and Edgar, Manchester 

Surtees, Elizabeth Jane, Hamerstley Hall, Durham, July 1, Claytoa 
and Gibson, Newcastle-upon-T yne 
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79, 

—— Frances, Great Pulteney at, Bath. June 24. Dommett, 
ova ek F ly 1. Wright and Co, Li 

© V.C, MPaylor, Eliza, Rock Ferry, Chester. July1. Wright an , Liver- 








yell, William, Barham, Saffolk, Farmer. June 15. Josselyn 


b 









ich 
ak snd Bont od, Prisoi!le Ann, Dowager Conntess of, Portman square. 
sing [i june 30. Farrer and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
or the Miviison, Henry Anderson, Oundle, Northampton, Esq. July 1. Hores 





igson, Lincoln’s inn fields, London 
ae, Fingest, Buckingham, Esq. July 1. Parker ani Son, 


High Wycombe 







Faas, May 23, 1879. 





on for 
MLR, BRnington, George, Little Budworth, Chester, Smith. Aug 1. Cooke, 
ts for Be winsford 





. 11, Robert, Bristol, Gent. June 24. Broad, Bristol 
=F oe. Lawton, Chester, Ironfounder. June 6. Hollinshead, 


I 
ny Leigh, Worcester, Gent. June 28. 






Parker, Worces- 





a ‘William, Devizes, Wilts, Solicitor. July 1. Marshall, 





Dent William, Nun Monkton, York, Gent. June 20. Dent, York 
miliott, Maria, Didling, Sussex. May $l. Albery and Lucas, Mid- 






sineon, GT8Ce, Greenwood Lee, Halifax. Augl. Sutcliffe,” Hebden 





jage 
vaiawk, William, Park Hall, nr Kidderminster, Esq. Aug 1. Marcy, 
wdle 
Borer] Sarah Ann, Clifton, Bristol. Jnly 15. Poulton, Bristol 
Harfurd, Henry Charles, Wicterbourne, Gloucestar, Esq. June 30, 
Cooke and Sons, Bristol 
Hewison, William, Litrle Usworth, Durham, Farmer. July 1. 
and Arnott, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Kinder, Mary Ann, York, June 20. Dent, York 
Laver, Temperance Sarab, Whitehouse, Somerset. June 16. Welsh, 







Swan 









ne 3, Wells 
Sons, Lari Page mana Merchant. July 17. Maples and 
McCraith, Nottingha 






Loxmore, Frances Anne, Bryn Asaph, Flint. July 1. Sisson and 

George, St. Asaph ; 

Newell, Rev. Joseph Percy, Kinson, Dorset, C.erk. June 2. Rawlins 
and Son, Wimborne Minster 

Panizzi, Sir Anthony, Bloomsbury sq, Middlesex, Knight of the Order 
ofthe Bath. July 4. Iliffe and Co, Bedford row 

Peters, John, Streatham place, Brixton Hill, Gent. June 20, Pritchard 





































l and Sone, Gracechurch st 
and Pickles, Theodore Barraclongh, Rochdale, Lancaster, Schoolmaster. 
a July 1. Standring, Rochdale 
Os, Pocock, George, Brighton, Silk Mercer. July 1, Champion, Brigh- 
ton 
dCs, Pooler, William Palmer, Eastcheap, Insurance Agent, June 18. Foord, 
| Oid Broad st 
matt, Fe Ranicerrs, Ann, Southport, Lancaster. June 28.1 Marsden, Old 
r Cavendish sq 
™ Rogers, Samuel, Lathbury, Buckingham, Farmer. June 24, Thomson 
and Co, Cornhill, London 
ning Sinndere, Catherine Fanny, Commerce place, Hackney, Draper. 
June 13. Parkers, Bedford row 
eat, Saunders, Samrel, Commerc place, Hackney, Draper. June 13. Par- 
kers, Bedford row 
seeit, , Edward, Sioke Damerel, Devon, Gent. Augl7. Elworthy 
et and Co, Plymouth 
Scott, Mary, Hythe, Southampton, July 12. Hickman and Sons, 
me Southampton 
Seaton, Ann, Bentley, York. June30. Fisher, Doncaster 
yi, Sewell, Edward, Ipswich, Cheese Merchant. July 1. Gooding, Ips- 
Sharpe, Henry James, Ham Common, Surrey, Esq. June 20, Johnson 
aes and Co, Austin Friars 
Smith, Thomas Seddon, West Derby, Lancaster, Solicitor. June 20. 
Lyon and Reynolds, Liverpool 
Mh Thompson, Jolin Rauthmall, Cheadle, Chester, Esq. June 21. Little 
and Lamonby, Penrith 
ines, Way, William, Newport, Isle of Wight, Timber Merchant. July 5. 
Eldridge and Son, Newport 
vied, West, William James, West Ham, Essex, Lighterman. June 30, 
Farnfield, Lower Thames st 
roy! HE Whitehead, William, Little Coggeshall, Essex, Esq. July 1. Beaumont 
and Son, Coggeshall 
Jane Williams, Rev Isaac, Littleborough, Nottingham, Clerk. July 1. 
Ryland and Co, Birmingham 
ok, BS Wills, William, Coxley, Somerset, Gent. June 30. Welsh, Wells 
Wilson, Henry Anderson, Oundle, Northampton, Esq. July 1. Hores 
shop and Pattison, Lincolo’s inn fields 
Wood, William, Burton-upon-Trent, Retired Baker. July 3. Richard- 
son and Small, Burton-on-Trent 
ines, Wavy, Rarriett, Leamington, Warwick. July 5. Bainton, Bever- 
ey 
ite, Ye Sarah, Horncastle, Lincoln. June 22, Clitherow, Horn- 
8 
ight Younger, Thomas, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Surveyor. Juns 9. 
de Bell, Suuderland 
Turapay, May 27, 1879. 
and =. en, Fiskerton, Nottingham, Gent. July 1. Kirkland, 
thwell 
and ley, Jane, Lee, Kent. June 24, Pamphilon, John st, Adelphi 
Batten, Helen Holmes, Penzance. July 31. Childs and Son, Liskeard 
royd F@ Batten, John, Penzance, Esq. July 31. Childs and Son, Liskeard 






wiey, Susan, Holbrook, Suffolk. July 2). Jackaman and Sous, Ips- 


Blackmore, James, Radipole, Dorset, Miller. July 14, Tizard and 
George, Melcombe Regis 

Blenkinsop, Samuel, Gateshead, Durham, Farmer, July 1. 
Newcas:le-on-Tyne 

Bower, Robert, Wellesborourne, Warwick, Farmer. June 30. Heath 
and Bienkinsop, Warwick 






Wallace, 














Conn, Tom, York, Stonemason. June 28. Wilkinson, York 

Davies, John Shaw, Staleybridge, Lancaster, Weaving Master. July 5... 
Whitehead, Staleybridge 

Drommond, Robert Charles, Holly walk, Eafield, Gent. July 7. Patey 
and Warren, London Wall 

Front, Waiem, Norwood, Surrey, Wheelwright. Jnne 28. Rowland, 

‘oydon 

Higginson, Charles, 5t Helier’s, Jersey, Esq. June 14. Murray and Co,- 
Birchin lane 

Hirst, William Oliver Littlewood, Northgate, Wakefield, Clothier. 
June 30. Sykes and Son, Huddersfield 

Huckerby, William, Bingham, Nottingham, Gent. June4. Bassitt, 
Wainfleet 

Hurst, Harriet, Chester terrace, Regent’s park. June 30. Crosse and 
Co, Lancaster place, Strand 

Jenkins, Louisa, Wylde green, Warwick. July 1. Pointon, Birmingham 

ago y Anthony, Corsham, Wilts, Haulier. June 21, Fry and Co, 

risto! 

Kinchen, Hannah, Hartley Wintney, Hants. Jane 30. Lamb and: 
Brooks, Odiham 

Lacy, Lawrence, Liverpool, Baker. June 20. Bellringer and Cunliffe, 
Liverpool 

McAlpin, John, Hollyw20d road, Brompton, Tailor. July 1. Taylor, 
Old Burlington st 

Medder, Samuel Courtis, Liscard, Cheshire, Gent. Aug 1. Gard, 
Devonport 

Oldfield, Rev Robert, M.A., Dewsbury, York, Clerk. July 17. Lea- 
royd and Co, Huddersfield 

Packham, Benjamin, Brighton, Licensed Victualler. Good- 
man, Brighton 

Pittman, Robert, Kingsland road, Builder. 
Thames st 

Prior, William, Sawbridgeworth, Hertford, Bricklayer. 
Unwin and Peagam, Sawbridgeworth 

Rich, Charles, Mornington road, Bow, Gent. July 1. Young and 
Sons, Mark lane 

Richardson, George, Monkwearmsuth, Durham, Retired Publican. 
July 10, Simey, Sunderlend 

Rimington, Elizabeth, Penrith, Cumberlan1. Little and 
Lamonby, Penrith 

Ronn, Herman Szbastian von, Ladbroke square, Notting hill, Esq. 
Aug 1. Wansey and Bowen, Moorgate st 

Simm, John, Ovington square, South Kensington, Esq. Oct1. Snow- 
don, Leeds 

Smith, Emma, Leamington, Warwick, Licensed Victualler. 
Overell and Son, Leamington 

Smith, Thomas, Barnsley, York, Innkzeper. 
Sons, Barnsley 

Smithies, Sarah, Sowerby, York. June 13. Cobb, York 

Spence, John, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, Gent, June 30. Sanders and 
Co, Birmingham 

Start, Louisa, Oxford st, Stepney. July 1. 
Helen’s place, Bishopsgate st 


July 1. 
June 24, Tower, Lower 


June 14. 


June 24. 


June 30. 


June 30. Newman and 


Heath and Parker, St. 


Tinker, Frederick, Abbey wood, Kent, Farmer. June 13. Pritchard 
and Sons, Gracechureh st 
Tomlin, William, Worthing, Sussex, Surgeon. July 22. Parsons and 


Bird, Nottingham 
Travis, Anne, Moston, Lancaster. June 30, Hulme and Co, Manchester 
Wood, Rev John, Grinsnill, Salop, Clerk. July 19. Potts, Broseley 
Zwilchenbdart, Rodolph, Liverpvol, Esq. July 21. Bateson and Co; 
Liverpool 
Sackrapts. 
Fripay, May 30, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must torward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Boura, Aime, Sherbrook road, Walham gieen, Dyer. 
Murray. June 13 at 11.50 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Cramer, William, Worthing, Sussex, Geat. Pet May 25. 
Brighton, Juns 16 at 12 
Lambert, John, Newcastle on-Tyne, Fruit an? Potato Mershaat. Pet 
May 28. Daggett. Newcastle, June 10 at 1! 
S.ephens, John, Fowey, Corawali, Snuipwright. 
Truro, June 11 at 10,30 
Tugspay, June 3, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Lewis, David, Maryland Point, Stratford, Grocer. Pet May 30. aalitt. 
June 18 at 12,30. 
Meakin, Henry Myers, Broughton-in-Furness, Cumberland, Solicitor. 
Pet May 29. Laziitt, June 18 at 12. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Barker, George. Greasley, Nottingham, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet May 30 
Patenitt, Nottingham, June 16 at 2. 
Blyth, Samuel, White Notley, Essex. Farmer. Pet May 29. Gepp. 
Chelmsford, June 13 at 11. 
Bollom, James, Ardwick, Lancaster, Grocer. 
Manchester, June 16 at 11. 


Pet May 27- 


Jones. 


Pet May 28, Cuileoit. 


Pet May 29. Lister. 


Brisbane, James Duncan, Doncaster, York, Accountant. Pet May 31. 
Wake. Sheffield, June 19 at 2. 
Brookes, Robert William, Sheffield, Restaurant Keeper, Pet May 29. 


Wake, Sheffield, June 18 at 2 

Claughton, John Williaw, Leeds, Woollen Merchant. Pet May 28. 
Marshall. Leeds, June 25 at 11. 

Dove, Cuthbert Johnson, Northuinderland-court, Newcastle-upon Tyne, 
Solicicitor. Pet May 20. Daggett. Newcastle, June 13 at U1. 

Emmons, James, Southend-on-Sea, Essex, Contractor, Pet May 29. 
Gepp. Chelmsford, June 21 at il. 

Holmes, Joseph, and Richard Parsonage, Cheetham, Manchester, 
Builders, Pet May 28, Hulton. Salford, Jane 18 at 10, 

Hughes, Joseph, Choriton-upoa-Medlock, Manchester, Ironfounder, 
Pet May 30, Lister, Manchester, June 16 at 11. 

Legae, John, Hunslet, Leeds, Iron Master, Pet May 28, Marshall, 
Leeds, Juve 25 at 11, 
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McDowell, Edward, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Provision Dealer. Pet May 
31. Daggett. Newcastle, June 13 at 10.30. 

Mead, Thou as, and William Faulkner, Nor Shoe Menvfac- 
turers, Pet May 31. Dennis. Northampton, June 23 at 11. 

Mills, Henry, Edmonton, end W __ Treacher, Tottenham, Middlesex, 
Brace Erd Manufacturers. Pet May 30. Pully. Edmonton, June, 


é B . Richmond, Surrey, Gentleman. Pet April 22. 
Willoughby. Wandsworth, June 20 at 11. 
Schofield, John, Manchester, Grocer. Pet May 30. Lister. Manchester 
June 16 at 11. 
Whiteside, Robert Henry, Preston, Agricultural Implement Maker. 
Pet May 30. Hulton. Preston, June 19 at 11. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Fripay, May 30, 1879. 
Ross, Owen Charles Dalhousie, Ladbroke road, Notting hill. Dec 21 
Turspay, June 3, 1879, 
Dyer, Henry, Brompton rd, Veterinary Surgeon. May 28 


Liquidations by ent. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, May 30, 1879. 

Aitken, Thomas (and not Litken, as erroneously printed in lest 
Gazette). Bradford, York, Fruit and Potato Salesman, June6 at3 at 
offices of Pee! and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bradf 

Allen, Edward, Alnwick, Northumberland, Draper. June 11 at 2 at 
Northumberland Arms Hotel, Alnwick. Middlemas, Alnwick 

Ansiow, Roetert, Wellington, Sslop, Brewer. June 18 at 2 at Great 
Western Hoel, Birmingham. Newill, Wellington 

Barnes, William. Bishopsgate avenue, Camomile st, Bootmaker. June 
19 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Montagu, Bucklersbury 

Beach, John Newton, Great Russ li st, Managing Directer of a Com- 
pany. June 21 at 12.30 at 14, Moorgate st. Stone and Fletcher, 
Lirervool 

Bishop, William Charles, Griesback road, Wine Merchant’s Clerk. 
June 20 at 12 at offices «f Lewis and Indermaur, Chancery lane 

Bowles, Albert, Crescent villas, Peckham rye, Builder, June 11 at 2 
at offices of Hughes and Co, Budge row 

Brantinghem, Chrix'opner, Sunderland, Draper. June 11 at 1 2 at offices 
of Stee , B_ nk buildings, Sunderland 

Broadhur.t, Wa'ter, Astbury, Chester, Hay and Straw Dealer. 
il at 11 at Bull's Head Hotel, Congleton. Cooper, Ccngleton 

Brueton, Herry, and Charles Frederick Fowler, birmingham, Steel Pen 
dianufarturers. June 12 at 2.30 at offices of Barber, Colmcre row, 
Birmingham 

Budd, Robert, Sunningwell, Berks, Farmer. June 10 at 12.30 at Roe- 
buek Hoete!, Cornmarket st, Oxford. Davies 

Burlinson, Jchn, Sunderiand, Engineer. June 10 at 2 at offices of 
Graham, John st. Sunderland 

Clarke, Frederick, Honslet, Leeds, Tobacco Merchant. 
at offices of Cox, Great George st, Leeds 

Corbin, William, Bournemouth, Hants, Farmer. June 17 at 12 at Bath 
Hotel, Bournemouth, Sharp, Christchurch 

Coulson, William, and Christcpher Coulson, Leamington Hill Head, 
Nonhumberland, Farmers. Juse 11 at 11.30 at offices of Hindmarsh, 
Bondgate withour, Alnwick 

Davies, Joshua, Llwynypia,Glamorean, Overman. June 12 at 12 at 

™ offices of Mergan, Market place, Pontypridd. Phillips, Aberdare 

Davis, George, Caldmore, Stafford, Builder. June 12 at 11 at offices of 
Stanley, Bridge st, Walsall 

Dickie, Mat: hew, Sto: kport, Cotton Spinner. June 17 at 3 at Mitre 
Fo'el, Cathedral gates, Manchester. Sale and Co, Manchester 

Dobr ey, Georse, Falkingham, Lincoln, Baker. June 10 at 10 at offices 
of Law, St Mary’s place, Stamford 

Dafiy, Bryan, Wink'eizh, Devon, Farmer, 
Hirtzel, Queen t, Exeter 

Duxbury. k bert, Bingley, York, Innkeeper. June 11 at 3 at offices 
of Clarkson, Keighley 

Eckins, William Catiera!], Dorchester, Tailor. 
tion Hotel, Dorchester. Burnett, Dorchester 

E:dridge, Jo-eph John, Lombard ct, Licensed Victualler. June 9 at 3 
* the Guildhali Tavern, Gresham st. Keene and Marsland, Mark 
ane 

Es\iott, James Pal'ett, Tamworth, Warwick, Hosier. June 16 at 3 at 
offices of Nevill and Atk ns, Colehill, Tamworth 

Evans, David. Trawsnewydd, Cardigan, Carrier. June 12 at 12 st the 
Biack Lion Inn, Llanrhystid. Hughes and Sons, Aberystwith 

Evans, R: bert Harrison, Sonth Shields, Tea Dealer, June 13 at 11 at 
cfie sof Wawn, Ba:rington st, South Shields 

Evens, Willicm James, Bedminster, Bristol, Oilman. June7 at 11 at 
offices of Essery, Guiidha!l, Broad st, Bristol 

Fenton, Jobn, and Robert Fenton, Manchester, Cotton Spinners. June 
ee at 3 abt offices of Addieshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Man- 

chester 

Fisher, John, Leicester, Commercial Traveller, 
of Hunter and Curtis, Halford st, Leicester 

Gains, John, Keighiey, York, Waste Dealer. June 12 at 3.30 at offices 
of Neill, Kirkgate, bradford 

Gemmell, John, Free Grove rd, Islington, C ial T: ler. Jane 
9 at 2 at offices of Nelson and Shearer, Basinghall st. Johnson, 
Southampton buildings, Chancery lane 

Gilat, Hubert Ad‘ in, Queen Victoria st, Coal Merchant. June 17 at 
2 at the Gui'dnall Tavern, Gresham st. Barber, Old J 

Gooch, James, s-n, Shotresham All Seinte, Norfolk, Farmer. 
at 3 at offkes of Sad and Linav, Theatre st, Norwich 

Green, Crarles, Boornemouth, Refreshment House Keeper. June 24 
at 12 at the Bath Hotel, Bournemouth. Sharp, Christchurch 

Gninet, Victor, Friday st, War-houseman. June ll at 2 at the Guild- 
kali Tavern, Gresham +t. Cift, Cheapside 

Hall, William, Hammersmith rd, West Kensington, Oil Warehouse- 
man. June 9 at 2 at offices of Marriott and Co, Russell rd, Kensing- 
ton. Wright, Crosby Hal! chambers 

Hall, William Kaward, Oakiey sq, 8t Pancras, Commercial Traveller. 
June 20 at 4 at offices of Hill, Mineing lane 

Hampshire, Thomae, Croftoo, York, out of business. Jane 16 at 3 at 
Offices of Lodge, Wood st, Wakefiel! 

Hard, Alexander, Neweas e-opon-Tyne, Batcher. Jane 11 at 11 at 
cfices uf Montgomery, Blackett st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 


June 


June 10 at 2.30 


June 10 at 12 at offices of 


June 17 at 2 at Junc- 


Jane 14 at 12 at offices 





Jane 12 





Hart, Henry, Jewin st, Manufacturer of Childrens’ Apparel, y, 
at 3 at 111, Cheapside. Green, Queen st 

Heath, John, Nottingham, no occupation. June 9 at 11 at the 
mil! Hotel, Alford. Hyde and Brown, Louth 

Heilbron, Emanuel, Birmingham, Cigar Dealer. June 9 at 10.3 
offices of East, Temple st, Birmingham 

Holman, William, Argyll st, Music Publisher. June 18 at 3 at 
of Hayward, King st, Guildhall 

Howard, Philip Henry, Corby Castle, Cumberland, Esq. June Re 
at the County Hotel, Carlisle. Mounsey, Carlisle 

Hoyle, Samuel, Batley Carr, York, Pinmber. June 10 at 3 at 
of Ibberson, Westgate, Dewsbury 

Hubbard, Davii, Yarwell, Northampton, Grecer. Jungs 13 at 2 
offices of Gaches, Cathedral gateway, Peterborough 

Hetchinson, Edward, Little Britain, Packing Case Maker. Jung 
2 at offices of Blachford and Co, College hill, Cannon st 

Irons, Joseph, Leicester, Coal Merchant. June 10 at 12 at Offices 
Brutton, Chancery st, Leicester 

James, John, Cardiff, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 

Jehiing, Henry James, Manchester, Newspaper Publisher, June 
at 4at the Blue Bell, Hizh st, Manchester. Vanderpump, ¢ 
inn sq 

Jolliffe, Josiah, Portsea, Watchmaker. June 9 at offices of 
and Graham, Ely pl, Holborn, in lieu of place originaily nameq 

Jonathan, George, Northampton, Hatter, Jone 12 at 3 at offieg 
Becke, Derngate, Northampton 

Kenyon, James, Radel ffe, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer, Juy 
at 12 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester, 


June 16 at 11 at offigg 


Bury 
Kirk, Benjamin, and Arthur Evans, Manningham, York, § 
June 16 at 11 at offices of Hutchinson, Piccadilly chambers, 
Bradford 
Kirk, Charles, Chesterfield, Boot Maker. June 9 at 3 at officy 
Jones and Middleton, Gluman gate, Chesterfield 
Kitson . Edward John, Worcester, Chemist. June 13 at 11 at 5), 
st, Worcester. Stroud, Creltenham 
Kitte!l, Alfred Reuben, Peterborough, Umbrella Maker. June 122 y) 
at «ffices of Hart, Priestzate, Peterborough 
La‘dlar, Henry, Altrincham, Lancashire, Joiner, June 13 at3 
offices ot Daw-on, Brown st, Maachester. Brett and Craven, 
chester 
Lany, David, Newtown. Cumber!and, Grocer. Jure 11 at 12 gt 
King’s Head Hotel, Bronghéon-in-Furness. Dickinson 
Lapworth, Juhn, Birmingham, Provision Dealer. June 11 at 3 at 
ot Borastor, Ann st, Birmingham 
Lawrence, Charles, Chenies mews, Bedford sq, Cab Proprietor, 
12 at 3 at offices of Knight, Bow st 
Leighton, William, Grindon, Durham, Farmer. June 10 at 11 at 
ot Graham, John st, Sunderiand 
Lewis, Tnomas James, Monkwearmouth, Durham, Shopkeeper, 
10 at 11 at offices of Skinner, John st, Sunderland 
Leworthy, Sumuel, Challacomnbe, Davon, Shopkeeper. June 7 at | 
offices of Bencraft and Sor, Bridge chambers, Barnstaple 
Lingwood, Robert, Edward +t. Bethnal Green, Trimming Manu 
June 9 at 2 at 145, Cheapside. Haigh and Agar, Gresham st 
Lister, Thomas, Workington, Cumberland, Tailor, June 13 at fl 
offices of Paisley, Bridge st, Workington 
Locke, Joseph, Eccles, nr Manchester, Provision Dealer. June l6i@ 
at the Commercial Hotel, Brown st, Manchester, Stevenson 
Lucas, Percival Henry, Clee, Lincoln, Draper. June 13 at 2.45 at 
of Mason, Victoria st Sou'h, Great Grimsby 
Mapleton, Hugh, Walsham-le-Willows, Suffolk, Tailor. June ti gil 
at the Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds. Gross 
Mersion, Walter Starkey, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer. Juneli 
12 at ottices of Seymour, Priory row, Coventry 
Matthews, Edwin, Amen corner, Paternoster row, Carpenter. Janell 
at 2at the Law Institution, (hancery lane. Hughes, St Beox 
Gracechurch st 
Matthews, George Henry, Randolph st, Camden Town, Italian War 
honseman, June 6 at4 at cftices of Moore, North buildings, Fie 
bury 
McGuffe, Peter Crawford, Liverpool, Ship Owner. June 13 ati@ 
offices of Stephenson, India buildings, Fenwick st, Liverpool 
McKerrow, Jobn, Manchester, Merchant. Juna 16 at 3 at office? 
Addieshaw snd Warburton, Norfolk st 
McKinlay, Willism, and Thomas Elinwood Graham McKinlay, Birte- 
head, ont of business. June 13 at 2 at offices of Fowler, Cableg 
Liverpool 
Medley, William Griffith, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Photographer. Jaw 
10 at 1 at offices of Needham, New inn, Strand. Urry 
Sk effington, John, Manchester, Boot Mavufacturer. Juno 11 at3a 
- Mosley Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. Sutton and Elliott, Mar 
ester 


So lbe, Alfred, Eastcheap, Merchant. Jane 25 at 2 at the Cannons 
Hotel, Cannon st. Noakes, Queen Victoria st 
Spencer, Samvel, Liantrissant, Glamorgav, Innkeeper. June 11 atll 
at offices cf Morgan, Miil st, Puntypr.dd 
Storr, John, Middiesborough, out of employment. June 14 at 3% 
offices of Catchpole, Argyle buildings, Wilson st, Mid¢lesborough 
Suddards, Edmand, South Shields, Boilder. June 18 at 1 at 
Golden Lion Hotel, King st, South Shields. Dale, South Shields 
Sweeting, George, Knaresbrough, York, Joiner. June 10 at 2 at offen 
of Farmery, High st, Knaresbrough 
Sykes, William, Whitwick, Leicester, Butcher. June 9 at 12 at 
ase ca of Mutton Inn, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Wilson, Burtoo-o 
rent 


Mitchell, John, West Hartlepool, Durham, Merchant. June 19 atd@ 


13, Church st, Wert Hartlepool. Turnbull and Tilly 

Mitchell, John, ond Thomas Mitchel', Leeds, Woollen Manufaetarer 
Jane It at 4 at offices of Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 

Morgan, Henry Coram, Witheridge, Devon, Farmer. June? atl 
offices of Searle, Crediton 

Morris, Joseph Edward, Bristol, Pork Butcher. June 11 at 2 ato 
of Ward, Albion chambers, bristol 

Mortimore, Charies, Teigomonth, Devon, Builder, June 14 at 12 
offices of Whidborne and Tuzer, T'vigomouth 
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orman, Thomas, Syston, Leicester, Pork Butcher. June 16 at 2.30 

“en offices Wright and Hinks, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Norris, Walker, Salford, Lancaster, Dyer. June 20 at 3 at offices of 
Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Parixh, James, Birmingham, Draper. June ll at3 at offices of Jaques, 
Cherry st, Birmingham 

parker, Frederic William Priestley, Oxford, Mechanical Engineer. 
June 12 at 3 at. offices of Hawkins, Townhall, Oxford 

Parker, Henry, Long Eaton, Derby, Lace Maker. June 20 at 11 at 
offices of Heath and Son, St Peter's Churchwalk, Nottingham 

pay, John Shoulders. Hertford rd, Kingsland, Baker, June 13 at 11 at 
the Masons’ Hl Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghallst. Fulcher, 
Horton rd, Hackney 

Pearce, John Moore, and Wi'liam Henry Pearce, Great Torrington, 
Devon, Tea Dealers. June 20 at 2 at the Bude Hotel, Exeter. Smale, 

ideford 

i James, ond Thomas Pearson, Westborough, York, Builders. 
June 13 at 10.30 at otfices of Ridgway and Ridgway, Union st, Dews- 


eer Theos Wallace, and Josenh Plant, Gracechurch st, Commission 
Merchants. June 9 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Hay- 
ward, King st, Guildhall 
Potter, John. Dronfield, Derby, Builder. June 11 at 12 at offices of 
of Franklin, Norfol« st, Sheffield. Creswick 
Powell, Isaac ~Northamp'on, Boot Manufacturer. 
offices of Becke, Derngate, Northampton 
Punter, Samuel Wright, High st, Kingsland, Cabinet Maker. Jane 12 
at 3 at offices of Heathfield and Son, Lincoln’s inn flelds. 
Purchase, James, Hovefield terrace, Battersea Rise, Stationer, 
13 at 3 at offices of Hayward, King st, Cheapside 
Ray, John, Birkenhead, Baker. Jane 12 at 3 at offices of Leeming, 
Duncan st, Birkenhead, Thompson, Birkenhead 
Riley, James, Rotherh»m, York, Fish and Game Dealer. June 12 at 2 
at offices of B»dger, Church st, Rotherham 
Rogers, John, Wolverhampton, Grocer. June 14 at 11 at offices of 
Willeock, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Rommery. ‘thomas, Hastings, Grocer, 
Savery, Trinity st, Hastings 
fawtell, Thomas, and Arthur James Hayward, Bath, Fish mongers. 
June 16 at 11 at offices of Bartrum and Bartlett, Nortiumberland 
buildings, Bath 
Scorer, William Dawson, Houghton-le-Spring, Durham, Grocer. June 
16 at 3 at 37, Fawcett st, Sunderland. Huntly, Sundertand 
Scudds, Edward S ephen, Camomile st, Silkman. June 10 at 3 at offices 
of Cannon, King st, Cheapside 
Sivree, Mark, Stanningley, York, Coal Merchant, 
offices of Neiil, Kirkgate, Brad‘ord 
Sirdefie'd, Herbert, Hednesford, Stafford, Shoe Manufacturer. 
12 at 2. at the Queen’s Hotel, Birmingham. Cotterell, Wal-all 
Taylor, John, Netherton, Worcester, Grocer. Jure 12 at 11 at offices 
of Himfray and Holberton, High st, Brierley Hill 
Thomas, Benjamin, Maesteg, Glamorgan, Grocer. June 10 at 11 at 
offices of Thomas, Queen st, Neath 
Thornton, George, Aston, Warwick, Edge Tool Manufecturer. June 
12 at 11 at the Queen's Hotel, Stephenson pl, Birmingham. Shake- 
speare, Oldbury 
Thielfall, William Goad, Falwood, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. June 
Sat 12 at offices “f Charnley and Finch, Fox st, Preston 
Toot, William, Prince’s road, Notting Hill, Artist. June 16 at 3 at 
offices of Holland, St Swithin’s lane 
Turner, James, Stonegravels, near Chesterfield, Cheesemonger. June 
12 at 3 at offices of Cowdell, High st, Chesterfield 
Walker, John James, Leadenhall st, Licensed Lighterman, June 17 at 
2at 5, Mark lane. Plewsant Co 
Warrender, William, Dawley, Salop, Builder. June 16 at 12 at offices 
of Harries, Dawley 
Wild, William, Burton-on-Trent, Grocer. June 12 at 3 at the Beil 
Hotel Sadler gate, Derby. Hextall, Derby 
Williams, William, Rachub, Carnarvon, Builder. June 11 at 2 at 
offices of Roberts, Bangor 
Wood, Richard, Guiseley, York, Grocer. 
of Child, Manor #q, Otley 
‘Wood, William, Wolverhampton, Upholsterer, June 12 at 11 at offices 
of Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
: Tuespay, June 3, 1879. 
Bailes, John William, Sunderland, Stationer. June 19 at 11 at offices 
of Skinner, John st, Sunderland 
Bartlett, John Searle, Kinz st St James's, 
Laundy and Son, Cecil st, Strand 
Rarton, James, Southport, Lancashire, Builder, June 18 at 11 at the 
Committee Koom, Devonshire buildings, Kast Bank st, Southport. 
Walton and Smith 
Batley, William Short, William Mastin, and William Hartley, Park- 
gate, York, Brick Manufacturers, June 20 at 12 at the Royal Hotel, 
Old Haymarket, Sheffiel4, Burdekin and Co 
Beesley, James Edward, Bournemouth, Glass Dealer. 
the Inne of Court Hotel, Holborn. Trevanion, Poole 
Beeston, William, Polstead, Suffolk, Pig Dealer. June l7at 3 at the 
Lion Hotel, Hadleigh. ° Harper, Hadleigh 
Bendon, New Goulston st, Whitechapel, General Dealer. June 18 at 3 
at offices of OCatilin, Wormwood st, Old Broad st 
Bend, Robert, Victor rd, Finsbury park, Licensed Victualler. June 10 
at 3 at the Artichoke Tavern, Newington causeway. Bilton, 
Lower Kennington lane 
Brake, Job, Winsham, Somerset, Shoemaker. June 16 at | at the Mer- 
maid Hotel, High st. Yeovil. Tweed, Honiton 
Brotheridge, Charles Young, E!lesmere, 3alop, Grocer. June 16 at 2.30 
at the Grosvenor Hotel, Chester. Bixckburne and Allen 
Buegins, Thomas Gardener, Worcester, Hosier. June 20 at 3 at offices 
of Corbett, Avenue House, the Cross, Worcester 
Cabn, Albert, Cardiff, Provision Merchant. June 16 at 11 at the Royal 
Hotel, St Mary st, Cardiff. Cousins, Cardiff 
Cary, John, Holcombe, Someraet, Grover, June 18 at 3 at the George 
Hotel, Shepton Mallet, Nalder, Shepton Mallet 
Chadwick, Joseph, Blackburn, Grocer. June 17 at 8 at offices of 
Holland, Nirthgate, Blackburo 
Challacombe, Ann Elizabeth, Ilfracombe, Devon, Hotel Proprietress. 
June 7 at 3 at offices of Sanders, High sb, Barnstaple 


June 10 at 3 at 


June 


June 11 at 12 at offices of 


June 13 at 3.30 at 


June 


June 11 at 3 at offices 


June 18 at 2 at offices of 


June 20 at 3 at 





Christie, John, Manchester, Gutta Percha Manufacturer. June 18 at 1 
at the Vine Tavern, Albert st, Manchester. Tremewen, Manchestar 
Clapham, Nathan, Keighley. York, Tailor. June 18 at 3 at odices of 

and Robinson, Keighley 

Clarke, Thomas Viner, Deptford, Kent, Chemical Manufacturer. June 
17 at 2 at offices of Burn, Clements lane, London 

Coates, John, jon, Bishop Auckland, Draver. Jane 13 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham-st, Cheapside. Prout, Bishop Auckland 

Collins, Richardson, Holme-upon-Spal ing Moor, York, Farmer. June 
19 at 1 at officesof Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Banto!t and Son, Selby 

Cooper, John, Shieldfizld, Newcistle-uv0n-Tyne, Boot Manufacturer. 
; une 13 at 3 at offices of Stanford, Coliiugwood st, Newcastle-vpon- 

'yne ; 

Cooper, William, Cardiff, Musical Instrument Dealer. June 74 at 12 
at offces of Boyes and Child, Poultry. Mergan and Seott, Cardiff 

Coote, Walter, Littlehampton, Sussex. June l6at3 at the Norfolk 
Hotel, Arundel 

Cotter, James, Thomas st, Bethnal Green, Wadding Mannfacturer. 
oon 11 at 3 at offices of Prockierand Andrews, Princes st, Spital- 
elds 

Cottle, James William, Frome, Somerset, Grocer. June 19 at } at the 
Angel Hotel, Chippenham. Duon and Payne, Frome 

Croom, Joseph, Honiton, Devon, Raker. June 2] at 10 at offices of 
Fewings and Oakley, Queen st, Exeter. Tweed, Honitin 

Dall, George, Preston, Yarn Agent. June Is at 11 at offices of Dean, 
Lune st. Preston 

Davis, David Joseph, Cheetham, Marchester, Wholesale Jeweller. 
June 25 at 3 at offices of Rylance. Essex st, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Davis, James, Great Malvern, Worcester, Buiider. June 18 at 3 at 
offices of Corbett, Avenue House, the Cros, Worcester 

Dorrington, Charles Henry, North Stoneham, Southampton, Farmer. 
June 18 at 3 at the Black Swan Hoiel, Winchester. Best and Scot- 
ney, Worcester 

Evens, Edwin, Lincoln, Grocer. 
Bank st, Lincoln 

Evere't, James, Hadleigh, Suffolk, Farmer. Jane 25 at 12 at the 
White Lion Hotel, Hadleigh. Pollard, Ipswich 

Everitt, Alfred, Mancetter, Warwick, Provision Deaier. June 21 at 2 
at the Castle Hotel, Nuneaton. Homer, Coventry 

Fenton, Robert, Morland, nr Rochdale, Cotton Spinner. 
5.30 at offices of Addleshaw and Warbur'on, Manc ester 

Fleetwood, John Edward, Liverpool, Ironmong’r. Jane 18 at 12 at 
offices of Vine and Son, Dale st, Liverpool. Bimson, Liverpool 

Frankish, William, Brierley hill, Stafford, Draper. June 13 at Il at 
offtces of Addison, High st, Brierley hill 

Friend, Robert, Lavender hill, Wandsworth, Grocer. 
offices of Harcourt and Macarthur, Moorgate st 

Frisby, Jonathan Lake, Southport, Lancashire, General Draper. June 
16 at 3 at ollices of Threlfali, London st, Southport 

Froggatt, Thomas, Regent st, Kennineton Cross, File Manufacturer. 
June 16 at 4 at offices of King, North buildings, Finsbury circus 

Fulstow, Greaves, Kings'on-apon-Hull, Merchant. June 18 at ll at 
offices of Hall, Bishop lane, Kingstov-upoo-Hull 

Graham, David, Long Newton, Durham, Licen-ed Victualler. 
18 at 3 at offices of Wilkes, Northga’e, D.ringioa 

Green, Joseph, Newton Heath, Manchester, Butcher. June 18 at 3 
the Commercial Hote!, Brown st, Manchester. Duckworta, Man- 
chester 

Green, Robert, Depden, Suffolk, Farmer. 
Chamber of the Guildhall, Bury Saint Edmunds. 
Bury Sam: Edmunds 

Green, Walter Richard’, Tanbridga Wells, Kent, Contractor's Foreman , 
June 17 at 11 at offices of Burtor, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st, London 

Greenwood, William, Woodhouse Normanton, York, Corn Dealer, 
June 13 at 3 at offices of Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 

Grundy, James, Chorley. Lancashire, Waste Dealer, June 16 at ll at 
the Royal Oak Hotel, Market st, Chorley. Jacks: n, Chorley 

Guest, James, Saint Sidwell, Exeter, Joiner, June 1i at 11 at offices 
of Southcott, Post Office st, Eveter, Hartnoll, Exeter 

Hamar, Aaron, Pembridce, Hereford, Farmer. June 24 at 12 at offices 
of Marston, Oorve st, Ludiow 

Hardy, Amos, Leeds, Boot Mannfacturer. June 17 at 10.30 at offices 
of Tempest and Hewson, Albion st, Leeds. Child 

Harsant, John, Balham, Surrey, Plumber. June 18 at 12 at offices of 
Jones, Bank buildings, Wand-worth 

Haworth, William, Halifax, Beerhouse keeper. 
of Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax : 

Hessian, Jchn, Hulme, Lancashire, Joirer. June 18 at 3 at offices of 
Richarijson and Son, Clarence st, Manchester 

Hildebrandt, A'bert, Manchester, Arcuitect. June 19 at 12 at offices of 
Okell, King st, Manchester 

Hobson, Henry, and Josevh Taylor, Hogsthorpe, Liccoln, Builders. 
June 11 at 10 at the Great Northern Hotel, Lincoln. Mason, Atford 

Hodgson, James, Leeds, out of business. Juve 16 at 3 at offices of 
Billinton, Bank at, Leeds 

Hol'and, Alfred George, Barbourne, Worcester, Builder. June 18 at 3 
at offices of Thompson and Taylor, Pierpoins st, Worcester 

Howes, Joseph, Leicester, Ionkeeper. June 16 at 3 at offices of Shires, 
Market st, L-ices:er 

Humphrey, John Thomas, Cavender hil', Surrey, Harness Manufac- 
turer. June 16 at 2 at offices of Haigh and Agar, Gresham st 

Hutchinson, Robert, Neweastle-npon-Tyre, Beerhouse keeper, June 
16 at 3 at offices of Johnston, Pilgrim +t, Newcastle-apon-Tyne 

Inebam, Jossph, Bradford, York, Grocer. June 13 at 2 at offices of 
Peel and Gaunt, Chape! lane, Bradford 

Inman, Tom, Sheffield, Steel Manufec'urer, June 13 at3 at the Law 
oes Rooms, Aldine ct, High st, Sheffield. Broomwhead aad Co, 
Sheffie'd 

Jones, Benjamin Edward, Goswell! r4, Grocer, June 26 at 3 at offices 
of Steer and Knight, Basinghall st. Mason, North baiidmgs, Fins- 
bur 

jueee Muy, Veenol, Merioneth, Builder, 
Hughes and Sons, Pier et, Abervetwrth 

Jones, John, Yegybor Isa, Denbigh, Farmer. June 17 at 2 at the 
Wynnstay Arms Hotel, Ruwhin, Lloyd and Roberts, Ruthin 

Squires, Daniel, Dunstable, Timber Carter. June 10 at ll at the Red 
Lion Hotel, Dunstable. Neve, Lutoa 


Jure 14 at 11 at offices of Harrison, 


June 17 at 


Jane 16 at 3 at 


June 


June 2! at 12 at the Council 
Salmonjand Son, 


Jane 14 at 3 at offices 


June 14 at 11 at offices of 


n 
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Kemp, Robert Westa'l, Mancherter, Commercial Traveller. June 20 at 
11 at offices of Preston and You»g, Norfolk st, Manchester 

King, William James, Shepton Mallett, Somerset, Coach Builder. Jane 
14 at 4 at the Hare and Hounds Hotel, Shepton Mallett. McCarthy, 
Frome 

Langston, Augustus, Little Pill, Bishop’s Tawton, Devon, Gent. June 
16 at 11 at offices of Bromham, High st, Barnstaple 

Latham, Samuel, Hanley, Stafford, Auctioneer. June 13 at 11 at offices 
of Ashmall, Albion st, Hanley 

Lea, John, Stafford, Shoe Manufacturer. June 23 at 2 at offices of 
Twynam, Crabbery st, St«fford 

Lowe, Samuel, Leeds, Flock Merchant. June 18 at 3 at the Law 
Institution, Albion p!, Leeds. Snowdon, Leeds 

Lowther, William Saint George, St George’s-super-Ely, Glamorgan, 
Clerk in Holy Orders. June 11 at 11 at officas of Goddard, Duke st, 
Cardiff 

Lumicy, James, Bradford, Civil Engineer. June 13 at 11 at the Market 
Tavern, Godwia st, Bradford. Baker 

Marsden, Hollinhurst, Fleetwood, Lancaster, Draper. June 16 at 11 
at offices of Morris, Townh-1', Choriey 

Marsh, William, Bradford, Livery Stable Keeper. June 18 at 11 at 
offices of Peel and Gaunt, Chapel st, Bradiord 

McChlery, David, Manchester, Merchant. June 27 at 3 at Bath 
Chambers, York st. Watts, Manchester 

McKenzie. George, Newcastle-npon-Tyne, Boot Dealer. June 17 at 11 
at offices of Aydon, St John’s chambers, Grainger st West, Newcastle- 
npon-Tyne 

Mer, Perer, Cong'eton, Chester, Innkeeper. June 16 at 11 at the 
Bull’s Head Hotel, Congleton. Cooper, Congleton 

Mil's, Richard, Jchnstown, Denbigh, Printer. June 16 at 3 at offices 
of Jones, Henblas st, Wrexham 

Mitebell, John, and Thomas Mitchell, Leeds, Woollen Manufacturers. 
June 16 at 8.30 at offices of Simp-en and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 

Merzan, Edward, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Greengrocer. June 16 at 1 at 
19, Duke st, Cardiff. Randall, Bridgend 

Mosel+y, William, Bradwall, Chester, Farmer. June 14 at 11 at the 
Swan and Chequer Inn, Hizh st, Sandbach. Bygott, Sanibach 

Mose, James, Kidderminster, ont of business. June 11 at 3.30 at offices 
Miler and Co, Church st, Kiiderminster 

Moss, William, Burniey, Lancaster, Grocer. 
Hotel, Burnley 

Newton, Issac, Liverpool, Carver and Gilder. Jane 20 at3 at offices 
of Lupton, Harrington st, Liverpool 

O droyd, Joseph, and Daniel Crossland, Dewsbury, York, Woo! Mer- 
chants. June 16 at3 at offices of Chadwick and Sons, Church st, 
Dewsbury 

Ormersher. John, Manchester, Dress Manufacturer. June 17 at 3 at 
the Mitre Hote), Cathedral vd, Manchester. Leigh, Manchester 

Pave, Jehn Anstin, Caistor, Lincoln, Watch Maker. Jane 12 at lat 
the Saracen’s Head Hotel, Lincoln. Chambers, Market Rasen 

Parry, David, and John William Parry, Maes7cwmmer, Monmonth, 
Grocers. Jane 16 at 10 at offices of David, Cambria chambers, Tre- 
degar p!, Newport 

Parry, Euwin, Hirmingham, Cabinet Manufacturer. 
rffices of Dake, Temple row, Birmingham 

Psyne, James, Penrith, Cumberiand. June 19 at 2.30 at offices of 

ichardson, St Andrew’s pl, Penrith 

Phillips, Maurice Henry, and Benjamin Wilet Dowel, Queen Victoria 
st, Contrac‘ors, June }2 at 3 atthe Gaildoall Tavern, Gresham st. 
Bar ker, Union cr, Old Broad st 

Pip2, Edward Smith, Hanley, Stafford, Wholesale Grocer. 
at tl at the Royal Hote!, Crewe. Bennet, Hanley 

Pointing, Charles, Holloway Head, Birmingham, Cabinet Maker. 
June 14 at 3 at offices of Jaqnes, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Price, John Rees, Porth, nr Pontyprida, Grocer. June 14 at 12 at 
of ces of Ro+s-r, High st, Pontypridd 

Price, Samuel, Netherton, Wercester. Shovel Tree Manufacturer. 
June 16 at 3 at offices of Stokes and Harper, Priory st, Dudiey 

Pritchard, Thomas William. Bethesda, Carnarvon, Car Proprietor. 
Jane i6 at 5at the Railway Hote’, Bangor. Louis and Edwards, 
Rhyl 

Prosser, John Gregory, Loton, Bed‘ord, Carpenter. June 10 at 11.30 
at the Georze Hore!, Luton. Shepherd and Ewen, Luton 

Punehar’, William Henry, King Willi*m st. Contractor, Jane 18 at 2 
at offices of Quilter and Co, Moorgate st. Biunt and Co, Gresham 


Jane 17 at 3 at the Bull 


Jane 16 at3 at 


June 12 at 


st 

Purnel!, Thomas, Shepton Mallett. Somerset, Skin Dealer. June 14 at 
: at the Hare and Hounds Hotel, Shepton Mallett. McCarthy, 

rome 

Reacord, Robert, Harborne, Stafford, Coal Dealer. June 17 at 11 at 
offices of Robingon and Son, Newhall st, Birmingham 

Rees, John, Lower Grangetown, Cardiff, Grocer. June 17 at 1 at offices 
ot Tribe and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. S'ephens, Cardiff 

Rhodes, David, Leeds, Lea’ her Currier. June 13 at 3 at offices of Wal- 
ker, Sonth parade, Lees 

Eichardsor, John, Larcaster st, Hyde pk, Bread Baker. 

5 Bailey, Slosne st, Knightsbridge 

Rooke, Samuel John Jones, Birmingham, Brassfounder, 
at offers of Sourhal and Co, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Rossiter, Charlies Robert Branseomb-, Walthamstow, Essex, Builder. 
June 12 at 2 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall 
st. Lewis, C ptrall cniltings 

Sadler, John, Plymouth. Wine Merch+nt. Jane 13 at 11 at the Inns 
of Court Hotel, Holnorn. Curteis, East Stonehonse 

Sampron, Jeraes, Alford, Lincoln, Boot Maker. June 17 at 2.30 at 
offices “f Walker and Co. Alford 

Shadrach, David, Liverpor!, Painter. Jane 21 at 11 at offices of Jones, 
Harrington st, Liverpool 

Shepherd, George William, Ampleforth, York, Farmer, 
at the Crown Ion, Helmeley. Wilxinson, York 

Staflord, Thomas, Sonth Kiworth, Leicester, Blackemith. June 21 
at ik at offices of Rawline and Son, Market Harborough 

Standing, Henry John, Preston, Acricultoral Implement Dealer. 
dune |7 at3 at offices of Edelaton, Winckley st, Preston 

Stead. Sanne), Leeds, Draggist. June 17 at 3 at offices of Granger, 
Bark st, Leeda 

Stewart, Liinabeth, Thomas Stewart, and Joseph Henry Stewart, 
Bramley, nr Leeds, Boot Manafactorers. Jane 13 at 12 at offices of 
Zooke and Midgiey, White Hogse st, Boar lane, Leeds 


Jane 12 at 2 


Jane 17 ab 12 


Jane 17 at 1! 





Stock, George, Bedminster, Bristol, Builder. June 16 at 12 at officesor 
Clifton, Broad st, Bristol 

Straw, Thomas, Eckington, Derby, Grocer. June 13 at 2 at offices of 
Jones and Middieton, Gluman gate, Chesterfield 

Summers, George, Newbiggin, Northumberland, Licensed Victualler, 
June 18 at 2 at offices of Brett, Bridgs st, Morpeth 

Taylor, Jamer, Rochdale, Licensed Victualler, June 16 at 3 at offices: 
of Williams, Barton arcade, Manchester. Grundy and Co, Bury 

Taylor, John Stopord, Stalybridge, Hotel Keeper. June 25 at 3 at the 

eorge Hotel, Stamford st, Stalybridge. Jackson, Manchester 

Thatcher, Richard, Reading, Lighterman. June 12 at 11 at the Ship. 
Hotel, Duke st, ling. Dodd, Reating 

Thompson, William Th»mas, Mark:t Harborough, Leicester, Build er, 
June 23 at 11 at offices of Rawlins and Sons, Market Harborough 

Torner, John Francis Mayfield, Benwardine, Worcester, Grocer. June 
16 at 1! at offices of Tres and Son, High st, Worcester 

Tyley, Robert, Worth, Somerset, Auctioneer. June 16 at 2.30 at- 
offices ot Hobbs, Chamberlain st, Wells 

Warner, William, Waltham Abbey, Essex, Hosier. June 12 at2at 
oifices of Brown, Basinghalt st 

We'don, James Albert, and James Mather, Nottingham, Oil Mer-. 
chants. June 19at 1 at the Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Not. 
tingham, Heath and Son, Nortinghain 

Williams, Amelia, Kingsdown rd, Holloway, Lodging house Keeper, 
June 14 at 2 at offices of Moresby-White, Chancery lane 

Wood, Noah, Bulcote, Nottingham, Farmer, June 20 at 2.80 at the 
Assemb!y Rooms, Low pavement, Notticgham. Heath and Son,, 
Nottingham 

Wood, Richard, Worcester, Coa! Merchant. June 17 at 12 at offices 
of Knott, Foregate st, Worcester 

Worden, Robert, Blackburn, Tobacconist. June 17 at 3 at officesot 
Polding, Tacketts st, Blackburn 

Yabsley, John Smith, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer, June 14 at 11.30 at. 
ottices of Brown, Foster’s chambers, Small st, Bristol 

Young, Henry, Birmingham, Pork Butcher. June 13 at 2 at offices of 
Harvard. Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Young, William, Whitehaven, Jciner. 
Mason, Duke st, Whitehaven 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA,. 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guaranteed Pore Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘*the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for; 
Invalids aad Children.” 

Highiy commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas. 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
ast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. ‘ 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest. 
ben Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pr~ 
aibited. 

In tin packets at 1s. 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER @& CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 

(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Will be glad to forward his new Pampblet gratis an1 post-free, which 
explains the only pertectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), whick 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris. 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 


EDE AND 


June 16 at 11 at offices of 
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MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench. 
Corporation of London, &c, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 


BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY ® CLERGY GOWNS, 2 
ESTABLISHED 169, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
AWYERS’ PRAYER UNION.—It is proposed 


4 tohold another Socia) and Religious Meeting in London for” 
Barristers and Solicitors and their Clerks only, on THURSDAY, 
JUNE 12, 1879. Mr. GAINSFORD BRUCE in the Chair, Any gentle- 
man in the Lega! Profession or their Olerks who desire to attend or 
will assist in inviting othors are requested to apply to Mr. H.C. 
Nisuer, 35, Lincoln’ s-inn-fields, 








[ AW TUTOR.—A _ Barrister-at-Law reads in- 
4 chambers with pupils preparing fo: the Final Examinations for 
and for the Law Examina~ 
Highest references, —Address Lex, care 

of Messrs, Watts, iolls-chambers, 69, Chaccery-iane, W.C, 


the Bar «nd the Incorporated Law Society 
tions, Oxford and Cambridge. 





